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ParliamentaryDebates. 


The  Houfe  of  Lords  take  the  South-Sea  Af- 
fair under  their  Confideration, 


IN  the  former  Volume  we  gave  fome  ac- 
count of  the  proceedings  of  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
mons about  the  6'^/^/^-y^^  affair  -,  but  not  having 
room  to  finifh  that  matter,  we  fliall  now  refume  the 
Parliamentary  proceedings  about  it. 

The  Houfe  of  Lords  had  now  entered  upon  the 
South-fea  affair,  and  had  made  a  confiderablc  pro- 
grefs  in  that  inquiry.  Their  Lordfhips  being  met 
again  on  the  9  th  of  J  acinar y^  the  fub-governor  and 
deputy-governor  of  the  South-fea  company  laid  be- 
fore them  feveral  of  the  Papers  they  had  called  for, 
and  the  next  Day  their  Lordfliips  went  into  a  grand 
committee,  of  which  the  Earl  Clarendon  was  chofen 
chairman,  to  confider  of  the  flate  of  the  nation, with 
relation  to  publick  credit.  Some  of  the  court  Lords 
were  the  firft  that  complained  of  the  mifmanagement 
of  the  South-fea  diredors,  v/hich  had  occafioned  the 
prefent  diflrefs  and  calamity,  and  among  the  refl'. 
Earl  Stanhope  faid,  '  That  the  eftates  of  thecrimi- 
'  nals,  whether  diredors  or  not  diredlors,  ought  to  be 
'  confifcated,  to  make  good  the  public  lolfes.'  The 
Lord  Carteret  fpoke  to  the  fame  effedl,  as  did  like- 
wife  the  Earl  of  Sunderland^  who  owned  indeed, 
.*  That  he  had  been  for  the  South-fea  fcheme, 
«  becaufe  he  thought  it  calculated  for  the  advantage 
VoL.VlIL  B  *  of 
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*  of  the  nation,    in  order  to  JefTen  the  public  debt, 

*  and  in  particular,    to  take  off  the  heavy  incum- 

*  brance  of  long  annuities ;  and  no  man  could  ima- 

*  gine,  that  fo  good  a  defign  could  have  been  fo  per- 

*  verted   in  the  execution,  as  to  produce  quite  con- 

*  trary  effedls:  But  that,  in  his  opinion,  no  a<5l  of 

*  Parliament    had  ever  been  fo  much  abufed  as  the 
'  South-fea  A6t,  and  therefore  he  would  go  as  far  as 

*  any  body  to  punifh  the  offenders.'  Several  Lords 
were  fomewhat  furprized  to  find  themfelves  foreilal- 
led  by  thofe  whom  they  were  ready  to  oppofe,  upon 
a  fuppofition,  that  they  entertained  more  favourable 
thoughts  towards  the  direflors,  againfl  whom  the 
others  left  them  little  to  fay :  Neverthelefs,  feveral 
Lords  fpoke  both  againfl  the  South-fea  fcheme,  and 
the  execution  of  it,  and  among  the  refl,  the  Duke 
of  Wharton  faid,  'That  they  ought  to  have  no  re- 
'  fpedtof  perfons :  That,  for  his  part,  he  would  give 
'  up  the  befl  friend  he  had  :  That  the  nation  had 
'  been  plundered  in  a  mofl  flagrant  and  notorious 
'  manner,  and  therefore  they  ought  to  find  out  the 
'  offenders,  and  then  punifh  them  with  the  utmofl 
'  fe verity.'  The  Lord  North  and  Grey^  the  Earl  of 
Abingdon^  and  fome  others,  urged  alfo  the  ill  efFevfls 
of  the  Sonth'fea  projedt,  which  the  Lord  Bifhop  of 
Rochefter]\^'^\'^  compared  to  a  peflilence.  Earl  Cow- 
per  fpoke  likewife  on  the  fame  fide :  And  in  particu- 
lar, ^  Blamed  thofe,  who,  by  the  A61  of  Parliament, 
'  were  appointed  to  overlook  and  check  the  South-fea 
'  diret^lors  •,    and  who,    in  difcharge  of  that  trufb, 

*  ought  to  have  prevented  their  jumping  from  a  fub- 
'  fcription   at  400  to  lOOO,    which   was  the  main 

*  caufe  of  the  misfortunes  that  enfued.'  The  Earl  of 
Sunderland  finding  himfelf  and  the  other  Lords  of 
the  treafury  thus  attacked,  fpoke  in  his  own  and  their 
vindication,  and  faid,   'That  by  t\it  South-fea   Ad 

*  they  were  diredled  to  appoint  fuch  perfons  as  they 
'  fhould  think  fit^   to  be  managers  and  directors  on 

*  the  part  of  &iQ  treafury,  for  the  due  execution  of 

*  the 
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*  the  faid  Acfh  :  That  as  they  had  reafonto  look  up- 

*  on  thofe  perfons   who  had  the  principal   fhare  in 

*  framing  this  fcheme,  as  the  moft  able  and  proper 
«  to  execute  it,  they  had  accordingly  appointed  fome 
<  of  the  Soutb-fea  diredlors,  to  be  managers  and  di- 

*  redors  for  the  treafury  :  Concluding,   that  in  this 

*  they  had  followed  former  precedents.'  Hereupon 
a  queftion  was  propofed  and  ftarted,  that  the  com- 
milTion  ifluedout  by  the  Lords  Commiffioners  of  his 
Majefty's  Treafury^  to  three  of  the  diredors  of  the 
South- fea  company,  &c.  was  according  to  former  pre- 
cedents, and  legal.  This  occafioned  a  great  debate, 
which  lafted  till  eight  in  the  evening  :  But  after  the 
reading  of  fome  papers,  the  Lord  Harcourt^s  opi- 
nion for  the  affirmative  prevailed,  by  a  majority  of  63 
voices  againfl  28,  who  were  for  the  negative  -,  and 
moft  of  whom  entered  their  protcft  againft  that  refo- 
lution.  This  done,  fome  Lords  moved  for  appointing 
a  fecret  committee,  to  inquire  into  all  the  proceedings 
relating  to  the  execution  of  the  South-fea  Adl ;  but 
this  was  oppos'd  by  others,  who  faid  that  they 
ought,  in  the  moft  folemn  manner,  to  examine 
the  perfons  concerned  ;  whereupon  it  was  refolv- 
ed  to  refume  the  Affair  the  Thurfday  following, 
when  the  fub-governor,  deputy-governor,  diredlors, 
and  officers  of  the  South-fea  company,  were  ordered  to 
attend. 

Accordingly,  on  the  i2th  o^  January,  the  fub- 
governor,  deputy-governor,  about  24  of  the  direc- 
tors, Mr.  Robert  Knight,  treafurer,  Mr.  Surman  his 
deputy,  and  fome  other  inferior  officers,  attended  the 
Houfe  of  Lords,  and  at  the  bar  were  fworn  to  make 
true  anfwers  to  fuch  queftions  as  fhould  be  put  to 
them.  After  this  the  Lords  went  into  a  grand  com- 
mittee \  and  in  the  firft  place,  examined  the  fub- 
governor,  deputy-governor,  and  treafurer,  fepa- 
rately,  and  then  the  directors ;  and  in  the  intervals, 
read  feveral  papers  that  had  been  laid  before  the 
Houfe,  Thefe  examinations  lafted  'till  nine  at  night, 

B  2  when 
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when  after  a  fmall  debate,  their  Lordfhips  refolved, 
that  the  fub-governor  and  diredlors  of  the  South'fea 
company  had  prevaricated  with  them,  in  giving 
falfe  reprefentationsof  fcveral  matters  of  fadl :  That 
by  lending  money  on  (lock  and  fubfcriptions,  they 
were  guilty  of  a  notorious  breach  of  truft  ;  and  that 
they  ought  to  make  good  the  lofles  which  the  com- 
pany had  fuftained  by  their  fraudulent  management. 
Some  Lords  were  willing  not  to  involve  all  the  di- 
redors  in  this  cenfure,and  to  diftinguifh  the  innocent 
from  the  guilty  ;  but  they  were  told,  that  the  whole 
court  of  directors  were  guilty,  either  in  ading  or  af- 
fenting,  upon  which  thofe  Lords  acqulefced  in  de- 
claring them  all  criminal.  After  this,  the  diredlors 
being  called  in  again^  the  Lord  Chancellor  gave 
them  a  fevere  reprimand  for  giving  the  houfe  fuch 
lame  accounts,  and  for  having  ordered  their  clerks 
to  omit  feveral  material  Things  in  the  copies  that  had 
been  laid  before  the  Houfe  ;  commanding  them, 
at  the  fame  time,  to  lay  before  the  Lords  Commit- 
tees, either  the  originals  themfelves  of  feveral  ac- 
counts of  their  treafury,  or  authentic  copies  of  them* 
Then  their  Lordfhips  adjourned  the  farther  confi- 
deration  of  that  affair  'till  the  i6thof  January. 

Jan.  14.  The  Committee  of  Secrecy  appointed  by 
the  Houfe  of  Commons,  repaired  in  the  morning  to 
the  South-fea  Houle,  took  pofTefTion  of  ir,  and  of  all 
the  books  belonging  to  the  feveral  Offices,  and  af- 
terwards examined  feverally,  the  fub-governor,  the 
deputy-governor.  Sir  John  Blunt ,  and  Mr.  Grigshy^ 
Accountant-general,  who,  by  reafon  of  his  being 
much  indifpofed  with  the  gout,  could  not  attend  the 
Houfe  of  Lords.  Thefe  Examinations  lafted  'till 
near  ten  at  night ;  and  the  fecret  Committee  conti- 
nued the  next  Monday,  and  the  following  days,their 
inquiries  with  the  utmoil  llridnefs  and  unwearied 
application. 

Jan.  16.  Sir  John  Blunt  attended  with  his  brethren 
at  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  who,  after  they  had  examin- 
ed 
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cd  Sir  John  Fellows^  Mr.  JoyCy  and  Mr.  Knight^ 
put  0^  the  farther  examination  of  that  affair  to  the 
Thurfday  following,  when  Mr.  Stroude^  Mr.  Wy-- 
manfeh  Mr.  Teftard,  Mr.  Lacour,  Mr.  Lockier,  and 
fome  other  brokers,  who  negotiated  for  the  South- 
fea  directors,  were  ordered  to  attend.  In  the  mean 
time  their  Lordlhips  ordered  a  bill  to  be  brought  in 
^0  difahle  the  prcfent  fiib-governor^  deputy-governor^ 
and  dire  El  or  s  c/ /Z?^  South- fea  company  ^  at  and  from 
and  after  the  refpeElwe  tmes  for  ele^ing  a  fub-gover- 
iwr^  and  deputy-governor^  and  new  dire^ors  of  thefaid 
company y  to  take^  holdy  or  enjoy  any  office ^  place ^  or 
employment  in  the  faid  company ^  or  in  the  Eaft-India 
company  y  or  Bank  of  England,  and  from  voting  upon 
ele^ions  in  thefaid  company:  Which  bill  was  accord- 
ingly brought  in  and  read  twice  on  the  19th, 

The  fame  Day  the  Lords,  in  a  grand  committee, 
examined  feverally,  the  fub-governor,  deputy-go- 
vernor, and  treafurcr  of  the  South-fea  company,  as 
alfofourof  the  brokers,  viz.  Mr.  Stroud^  Mr.  Teft- 
ard,  Mr.  Lacour^  a  Jew^  and  his  fon  :  By  which 
three  laft  their  Lordlhips  made  large  difcoveries,  and 
having  fat  'till  {t^Qw  in  the  evening,  adjourned  to 
Saturday  the  21ft. 

Jan,  11.  The  fub-governor,  deputy « governor, 
and  diredlors,  petitioned  their  Lordlliips  to  be  heard 
by  their  counfel  againft  the  bill  for  difabling  them  ; 
but  that  petition  was  rejedled,  and  the  bill  read  the 
third  time,  paired,'and  fent  down  to  the  Commons 
for  their  concurrence.  Then  the  Lords,  in  a  grand 
committee,  received  and  examined  fome  of  the  ex- 
trafts  of  the  brokers  books  that  had  been  called  for  ; 
by  which  it  appearing,  that  large  quantities  o^  South- 
fea  flock  had  been  transferred  to  the  ufe  of  Mr.  Ai- 
Jlabie,  one  of  the  Lords  of  the  Treafury^kvev^l  Lords 
took  notice  of  it,  and,  among  the  reft,  the  Duke  of 
Wharton  faid,  '  He  hoped  fome  great  men  would 
'  produce  fome  good  fruit,  elfe  they  would  break  out 
'  into  blotches,  that  would  ftick  upon  them  like 
B  3  'the 
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*  the  leprofy  of  Naajnan  the  Syrian  in  Gehazt* 
The  Earl  of  Peterboroifgb  madealfo  a  notable  fpeech 
on  that  occafion  j  and  then  their  Lordfhips  adjourn- 
ed to  the  a4th,  when  Ibme  other  brokers  were  or- 
dered to  attend. 

In  the  mean  Time,  Mr.  Knight^  treafurer  of  the 
South-feacom'^2iX\y^  who  v/as  intruded  with  the  prin- 
cipal fecretof  this  dark  Intrigue,  either  of  his  own 
accord,  or,  as  'twas  Ihrewdly  fufpedled,  at  thefug- 
geftion  of  others,  thought  fit  to  retire  outof  the  king- 
dom ;  and  having,  on  Sunday  the  aad,  abfented 
himfelf  from  his  houfe,  embarked  on  Monday  morn- 
ing in  the  river,  on  board  a  vefTel  that  carried  him 
the  fame  evening  to  Calais.  The  fame  morning,  a 
porter  delivered  to  Mr.  Surman  the  following  letter, 
direded  to  the  South-fea  directors. 

Gentlemen, 

I  Write  this  from  a  true  fen fe  of  the  obligation  I  am 
under  to  make  up  my  accounts  with  the  company ^ 
and  to  pay  them  their  full  demand :  And  thd*  f elf -pre- 
fervation  has  obliged  me  to  withdraw  myfelf  from  the 
refentment  againft  the  directors  and  my  felf^  yet  1  am 
710 1  confcious  to  my  f elf  of  having  done  any  one  thing  that 
I  can  reproach  my  felf  for ^  fo  far  as  relates  to  an  konefi 
ft n cere  intention  and  zeal  for  the  company  ;  but  I  can 
and  do  charge  myfelfwith  a  great  many  indifcretionSy 
and  a?n  (bcfides  the  concern  I  muft  be  under  for  leaving 
my  own  family^  friends^  8zc.)  very  fenfibly  touched  with 
what  you  are  like  tofuffer  on  this  account  ;  and  it  will 
be  the  more^  I  am  afraid^  fro7n  your  want  of  unani- 
mity ^  which  I  heartily  recommend  to  you  for  the  fu- 
ture^  and,  I  am  fure,  wifh  you  as  well  as  you  wifh 
yourfelves. 

I  write  this  at  a  difiance  from  home ^  and  under  a 
great  deal  of  concern,  fo  camwt  be  fo  particular,  as 
otherwife  I  would  have  been,  I  have  herewith  fent 
Mr,  Surman  the  key  of  my  desks,  who  knows  fo  much 
of  the  State  of  the  cafh^  as  to  be  able  to  tnake  it  up,  ^here 

are 
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are  a  good  many  Mis  of  exchange ^  and  other  payments ^ 
to  write  off^  and  the  weekly  receipts  to  write  on.  There 
is  cajh  in  the  Bank,  in  the  companfs  book^  which ^  to- 
gether with  the  JSIotes  taken  on  the  third  and  fourth  fub- 
fcriptionsy  and  the  companfs  bonds  ^  will  make  up  the 
balance,  as  I  do  believe  :  But  if  it  fall  Jhort^  I  have 
y^oo  equivalent  flock,  1600  Bank  y?c^y^,  2OCO  India 
and  South-fea  flock,  over  and  above  what  I  owe  the 
company  on  the  loan,  as  will  be  fufficient  to  make  it  up 
with  money  owing  onfecurities  on  my  particular  account, 
The  company  need  not  deliver  or  beanfwerablefor  thefub- 
fcription  receipts  or  flock  on  the  third  and  fourth  fubfcrip- 
tions,  unlefs  thefe  notes  are  paid  -,  fo  the  Lofs  can  only  be 
the  difference  between  the fiihfcriptions  and  7noney  in  va- 
lue ;  and  1  think,  it  would  be  hard  for  me  to  bear  the 
lofs,  becaufe  the  clerks  took  by  far  the  greatefi  part  of 
them,  as  thinking  them  better  than  none  -,  and  mofl  of 
them  would  have  been  non-payments,  if  they  had  been 
refufed:  However^  I  fubmit  this  to  the  company,  I 
have  taken  with  me  but  little  more  than  a  fujficiency  to 
maintain  my  felf^  and  tlpeeffeEls  left  will  more  than  an- 
fwer  for  all  deficiencies.  1  have  bought  no  land  in 
truft  for  me,  nor  have  I  ever  conveyed  or  fettled  any 
part  of  that  I  had  formerly,  or  have  bought  lately  \ 
it  remains  to  anfwer  any  demands  on  me  from  the 
company  or  the  legiflature,  I  have  withdrawn  my 
felf  only  to  avoid  the  weight  of  the  inquiry,  which  I 
found  too  heavy  for  me  ;  and  I  am  fenfible  that  it  would 
have  been  impoffible  for  me  to  have  avoided  the  appear  - 
ance  and  charge  of  prevarication  and  perjury^  not  from 
my  own  intention  to  dofo,  but  from  the  largenefs  and 
extent  of  the  inquiry,  and  the  nature  and  largenefs  of 
the  tranfatlions.  I  am  fur  e  I  am  a  great  deal  coftcern- 
ed  to  add  to  your  prefent  difficulties-.^  though  I  mufl  fay^ 
that  I  have  deferved  better  Ufage  than  I  have  had  from 
the  court  the  lafi  week :  But  this  I  fay  without  any  re- 
fentment,  otherwife  than  that  it  has  been  an  addition  to 
the  weight  I  had  before  upon  me. 

B  4  /  ^^^ 
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/  ain  prefs^d  for  ti?ne,  fo  can  only  ajjureyou  that  I 
amy  with  all  refpecfy  in  inclination  though  not  in  power. 

Gentlemen, 

Your  moft  obedient 
Sunday  Evenings 
Jan.  22j  1720:  humble  Servant, 

j  Robert  Knight, 

Mr.  Surman  delivered  this  letter  to  the  committee 
offecrecy,  then  fitting  at  xht  South-fea  Houfe,  from 
whence  they  immediately  repaired  to  the  Houfe  of 
Commons,  and  in  their  name  Sir  Thomas  Pengelly  ac- 
quainted the  Houfe,  that  they  had  that  morning  re- 
ceived information ,  that  Mr.  Robert  Knight^  cafliier 
of  the  Soiith-fea  company,  had,  on  Saturday  night 
laft,  (after  he  had  been  in  part  examined  by  the  faid 
committee)  withdrawn  himfelf  from  his  habitation, 
and  had  not  been  heard  of  fmce  by  his  family.  Here- 
upon it  was  refolved,  Nemine  contradicente,  to  pre- 
fcnt  two  addrefTes  to  his  Majefly,  that  he  would  be 
gracioufly  pleafed,  firfb,  immediately  to  ifTue  his 
royal  proclamation,  (with  fuch  reward  as  his  Maje- 
fly fliould  think  proper)  fordifcovering,  apprehend- 
ing, and  detaining  Mr.  Robert  Knight^  in  order  that 
he  might  be  brought  to  Juftice.  idly.  To  give  or- 
ders, that  the  ports  might  be  forthwith  flopt ;  and 
that  fuch  effectual  care  might  be  taken  of  the  coafts, 
as  might  prevent  the  faid  Mr.  Knight,  or  any  of  the 
diredlors,  or  other  officers  of  the  South-fea  company, 
from  efcaping  out  of  this  kingdom.  Thefe  two  ad- 
drefTes were  immediately  carried  to  the  King  at  St. 
Jameses  by  Mr.  Methuen,  comptroller  of  the  houf- 
hold,  who  being  returned,  acquainted  the  houfe,  by 
his  Majefly 's  command,  that  his  Majefly  would  im- 
mediately give  the  necefTary  orders  and  directions 
according  to  the  defires  of  this  Houfe. 

In 
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In  the  mean  time,  the  Commons  having  ordered 
the  doors  of  their  Houfe  to  be  locked  up,  and  the 
keys  to  be  brought  upon  the  table,  and  fummoned 
Sir  Robert  Chaplin,  Sir  'Theodore  Janjjen^  and  Jacob 
Sawhridge^  Efq;  to  attend  in  their  places  immediate- 
ly. General  RoJJe,  and  fome  other  members  of  the 
fecret  committee,  acquainted  the  Houfe,  *  That  they 
'  had  already  difcovered  a  train  of  the  deepeft  villa- 
'  ny  and  fraud  that  hell  ever  contrived  to  ruin  a  na- 
*  tion,  which,  in  due  time,  they  would  lay  before 
'  the  Houfe  ;  and  that  in  the  mean  while,  in  order 
'  to  a  farther  difcovery,  they  thought  it  highly  ne- 
'  cefTary  to  fecure  the  perfons  of  fome  of  the  direc- 
'  tors  and  principal  SouthSea  officers,  and  to  feize 
'  their  papers.'  Hereupon,  it  was  ordered,  i/?.  That 
Mr.  Edzvard  Worthy ,  Mr,  Hutchefon,  and  Mr.  Clay- 
ton^ go  immediately  and  fecure  all  books  and  papers 
belonging  to  or  in  the  cuftody  of  Mx. Robert  Knight y 
Mr.  Robert  Surman^  and  Mr.  John  Grigsby,  idly^ 
That  Mr.  Robert  Sunnan,  dcputy-cafhier,  and  Mr, 
John  Grigshy,  Accomptant  of  the  South-fea  Compa- 
ny, be  taken  into  the  cuftody  of  the  Serjeant  at 
Arms  attending  the  Houfe.  3^/v,  That  Mr.  Rojfe^ 
and  Mr.  Sloper,  go  immediately  and  fecure  all  fuch 
books  and  papers  belonging  to,  or  in  the  cuftody  of 
Elias  Turner,  Sir  George  Cafwal  and  Company,  as 
they  lliouid  think  neceSary  to  be  fecured  for  the  pub- 
lic fervice.  4thly,  That  Sir  John  Blunt,  Bart.  Sir 
John  Lambert,  Bart,  two  of  the  diredlors,  and  Sir 
John  Fellows,  Bart,  fub-governor  of  the  5o^/Z>-«S^/s 
Company,  be  taken  into  the  cuftody  of  the  Serjeant 
at  Arms  attending  this  Houfe.  Then  Mr.  Sawbridge, 
and  Sir  Theodore  JanJJen  being  came  into  the  Houfe, 
a  motion  was  feverally  made,  that  they  were  guilty 
of  a  notorious  breach  of  truft,  as  diredlors  of  the 
South-Sea  Company,  and  thereby  occafioned  very 
great  lofs  to  great  numbers  of  his  Majefty's  fubjedls, 
and  had  highly  prejudiced  the  public  credit  :  And 
Mr.  Sawbridge  and  Sir  Theodore  JanJ/en  having  feve- 
rally 
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rally  been  heard  in  their  places,  and  being  withdrawn* 
the  queftion  was  feveraliy  put  upon  the  faid  motion, 
and  carried  in  the  affirmative,  nemine  contradicente  \ 
after  which,  it  was  ordered,  that  the  faid  Jacoh  Saw- 
hridge^  and  Sir  Theodore  Janjjen  be,  for  their  faid  of- 
fence, expelled  this  houfe,  and  taken  into  thecuftody 
of  the  Serjeant  at  arms :  It  was  alfo  ordered,  that  the 
Committee  of  fecrecy  Ihould  fecure  all  papers  be- 
longing to,  or  in  the  cuftody  of,  the  fub-governor, 
directors,  or  other  ofHcers  of  the  South-Sea  compa- 
ny, direded  to  be  taken  into  cuftody  -,  that  Sir  Ro^ 
lert  Chaplin^  and  Francis  Eyles  Efq-,  fhould  attend  in 
their  places  on  Saturday  morning  next,  and  that  the 
call  of  the  houfe  be  farther  adjourned  'till  the  next 
day  feven- night, 

January  24.  The  Lords  in  a  grand  Committee, 
examined  Mr.  Joye^  deputy-governor  of  the  South- 
Sea  company,  who  made  a  very  ingenuous  confeffion 
of  feveral  important  matters,  and  communicated  to 
their  Lordlhips  the  letter  before-mentioned  from 
Mr.  Knight  to  the  directors,  which  their  Lordfhips 
caufed  to  be  read.  After  this,  the  Lords  Commit- 
tees examined  feverally  Mr.  Joye^  and  the  brokers, 
and  upon  a  motion  made  by  Earl  Stanhope^  Sir  Wil- 
liam Chapman^  Mr.  Holditch^  Mr.  Hawes^  Mr.  Gib- 
lon^ind  Mr.  Chefter^  five  of  the  South -Sea  diredlors, 
were  ordered  to  be  taken  into  the  cuftody  of  the 
Gentleman-ufher  of  the  Black-rod. 

The  fame  day,  the  Commons  refolved,  nemine 
contradicente^  to  addrcfs  his  Majefty  that  he  would 
be  gracioufly  pleafed  to  give  directions  to  his  Mini- 
fters  refiding  in  the  courts  of  foreign  Princes  and 
States,  in  alliance  with  his  Majefty,  that  they  fhould 
make  their  application,  that  Mr.  Robert  Knight^ 
cafhier  of  the  6'(5////:)-6'<?^  company,  if  he  fliould  ihelter 
himfelf  in  any  of  their  dominions,  might  be  furren- 
dered,  in  order  to  his  being  brought  to  juftice  j  which 
diredions  his  Majefty  gave  accordingly. 

Jan, 
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Jan.o.';.  The  members  of  the  Committee  of  fe- 
crecy,  who  had  been  ordered  to  fecure  the  papers  of 
feveral  perfons,  acquainted  the  Commons,  that  they 
had  obeyed  the  faid  orders.  Then  the  Commons  re- 
ceived a  mefiage  from  the  Lords,  acquainting  them, 
that  their  Lordlhips  had,  for  divers  weighty  reafons, 
ordered  Sir  William  Chapman^  Bart.  Robert  Chefter^ 
Edward  Gibbon, Francis  Hawes,  and  Richard  Holditch^ 
Efqrs,  diredlors  of  the  South-fea  company,  to  be 
taken  into  cuflody  of  the  Gentleman-ulher  of  the 
^/^fy^-r^?^  attending  their  houfe,  and  their  papers,  and 
the  papers  of  Mr.  Clark,  the  company's  Sollicitor, 
to  be  feized  by  the  faid  Gentlcman-ufher  ;  and  had 
Jikewife  given  order  to  the  faid  Gcntleman-ufher, 
that  the  faid  perfons  and  their  papers,  fhould  be, 
from  time  to  time,  produced,  in  fuch  manner  as 
fhould  be  defired  by  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  or  by 
any  Committee  of  that  houfe.  Which  mefiage  con- 
tributed very  much  to  keep  up  a  good  correfpon- 
dence  between  both  houfes.  The  fame  afternoon 
the  King  went  to  the  Houfe  of  Peers,  with  the  ufual 
ftate  and  folemnity,  and  the  Commons  being  fent 
for  up,  and  attending,  his  Majefty  gave  the  royal 
aflent  to  the  following  public  bills,  viz. 

An  aEl  for  refiraining  the  fub -governor,  deputy-go- 
vernor, dire^ors,  treafurer,  or  cajhier,  deputy- cajhter, 
and  accomptant  (?//Z?d' South-fea  Co7n'^any,  from  going 
out  of  this  kingdo7nfor  the /pace  of  one  year  ^  and  until 
the  end  of  the  then  nextfejfion  of  Parliament,  and  for 
dif covering  their  ejlaies  and  effeEls,  and  for  preventing 
the  tr an/porting  or  alienating  the  fame. 

An  a5ito  difable  the  prefentfub  governor^  deputy-go- 
vernor, and  directors  of  the  South-fea  company,  at, 
from^  and  after  the  refpeEiive  times  for  ele5fing  ajub^ 
governor,  deputy-governor,  and  new  directors  of  the  faid 
co7npa?2y^  to  take,  hold,  or  enjoy  any  office^  place,  or  im- 
ployment  in  the  faid  company y  or  in  /^^Eaft- India  com- 
pany. 
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pany^  orBmk  <?/ England,  and  from  voting  upon  elec- 
tions in  the/aid  companies. 

The  fame  day,  the  Lords  in  a  grand  Committee, 
examined  feveral  of  the  South- Sea  diredlors,  particu- 
larly Mr.  AJleli^  2Lnd  Sir  Har court  Mafters^  who  made 
very  ingenuous  and  Jarge  difcoveries,  and  named 
feveral  perfons,  both  in  the  adminiftration^and  in  the 
Houfe  of  Commons,  to  whom  large  fums  in  Soutb-Sea 
Hock,  had  been  given  for  procuring  the  pafling  of 
the  Soutb-Sea  ad.  This  examination  lafted  about 
four  hours ;  after  which,  upon  a  motion  made  by 
the  Earl  Stanhope^  and  feconded  by  the  Lord  Vif- 
countJT'ownJbend  and  Earl  Cowper,  their  Lordfliips 
came  to  the  following  unanimous  refolution,  viz, 

f/tSords  Refolved^  By  the  Lords  fpiritual  and  temporal  in 
'  Parliament  affembled,  '  That  the  taking  in  of  Itock, 

*  the  transferring  of  flock  belonging  to  the  Soutb-Sea 

*  company,  or  giving  credit  for  the  fame,  without  a 

*  valuable  confideration  adually  paid,  or  fufficiently 

*  fecured  ;  or  the  purchafmg  ftock  by  any  diredor 

*  or  agent  of  the  South-Sea  company,  for  the  ufc  or 

*  benefit  of  any  perfon  in  the  adminiftration,  or  any 

*  member  of  either  Houfe  of  Parliament,duringfuch 
^  time  as  the  late  bill  relating  to  the  South-Sea  com- 
'  pany  was  depending  lall  year  in  Parliament,  was 
'  a  notorious  and  moft  dangerous  corruption^ 

After  which,  their  Lordfliips  ordered  the  faid  re- 
folution  to  be  forthwith  printed  and  publiflicd. 

Jan,  28.  Sir  Robert  Chaplin,  and  Francis  Eyles^ 
Efq;  two  members  of  the  houfe,  and  directors  of  the 
South-Sea  company,  attending  in  their  places,  the 
fame  cenfure  was  feverally  pafTed  upon  them,  as  four 
days  before  on  Mr.  Sazvbridge  and  Sir  Theodore  Janf- 
fen,  and  they  were  both,  for  their  offence,  expelled 
the  houfe.     After  this,   the  Commons,  in  a  grand 

Committee, 
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Committee,  went  through  the  hill  for  punijhing  mu- 
tiny and  defer tion^  &c. 

On  the  28nh,  a  fcled  Committee  of  the  Lords,  of 
whom  the  Earl  of  W eft mor eland  was  chofen  Chair- 
man, examined  the  feveral  papers  that  had  been  laid 
before  them,  relating  to  the  SotUh-fea  affair,  and  fe- 
gregrated  and  culled  out  fuch  as  their  Lordfhips 
thought  neceflary.  On  thejift  ofj^^^^ry,  their 
Lordfhips  in  a  grand  Committee,  examined  fome 
brokers,  as  alfo  Mr  JFaller,  fon-in-law  to  Mr.  Jifta- 
hiey  and  Mr.  JJiell^  feverally,  in  relation  to  a  great 
quantity  of  Soutb-fea  ftock  which  appeared  to  have 
been  transferred  to,  and  negotiated  by  the  faid  Mr. 
Waller^  who  pretended  not  to  have  kept  minutes  of 
what  he  had  done  in  Ex  change -alley.  This  fome  of 
the  Lords  looked  upon  as  prevarication,  and  after 
the  faid  Examination  had  laftcd  till  near  (even  in  the 
evening,  their  Lordlliips  came  to  the  following  re- 
folution,  vix. 

*  That  the  diredors  of  the  South-Sea  company,  Refoiution 
^  having  ordered  great  quantities  of  their  flock  to  *'^^^*^"'^' 
^  be  bought  for  the  fervice  of  the  faid  company, 
*•  when  ftock  was  at  a  very  high  price,  and  on  pre- 
^  tence  of  keeping  up  the  price  of  the  ftock  ;  and, 

*  at  the   fame  time,     feveral  of  the  directors,  and 
'  other  ofHcers  belonging  to  the  faid  company,  ha- 

*  ving  in  a  clandeftine  Manner,    fold   their  own  ■ 
'  ftocks  to  the  company,  fuch  diredlors  and  officers 
'  are  thereby  guilty  of  a  notorious  fraud  and  breach 

*  of  trufl,  and  their  fo  doing  was  one  great  caufe  of 

*  the  unhappy  turn  of  affairs,  that  has  fo  much  af- 
'  fedled  public  credit. 

Feb,  1.  The  Lords  fent  a  meffage  to  the  Com- 
mons, acquainting  them,  that  their  Lordfhips  having 
under  their  examination  feveral  matters  of  impor- 
tance relating  to  the  South^fea  company,  defired, 
that  fuch  of  the  diredlors  of  the  faid  Company,  and 

other 
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other  Perfons,  as  were  in  the  cuflody  of  the  Serjeant 
at  arms,  might  be  from  time  to  time  produced  be- 
fore their  Lordfhipsjorany  Committee  of  their  houfe, 
when  defired  •,  which  was  readily  complied  with, and 
an  order  was  thereupon  made  for  the  Serjeant  at 
arms,  or  his  deputy,  to  attend  the  Lords  with  fuch 
of  the  dire6tors,  or  other  officers  of  the  Souih-Sea 
company  as  were  in  his  cuftody,  in  fuch  manner, 
as  was  defired  by  their  Lordfhips. 

The  next  day,  Mr, Robert  TValpole  prefented  to 
the  houfe,  2i  hill  of  powers  for  ingrafting  part  of  the  ca- 
pital flock  and  fund  of  the  South-Sea  company  into  the 
flock  and  fund  of  the  hank  of  England,  and  another 
part  thereof  mto  the  flock  and  fund  of  the  Eaft-India 
company  \  which  was  read  the  firil  time,  and  ordered 
to  be  read  a  fecond  on  the  7th  of  February^  to  which 
day  the  Commons  adjourned. 

On  the  2d  of  February^  the  Lords,  in  a  grand 
Committee,  examined  Mr.  Hawes^  one  of  the  late 
diredors  of  the  South-Sea  company,  and  fome  of 
the  brokers  ;  after  which,  their  Lordfliips  came  to 
the  following  refolutions,  viz. 

Fefoiutions       I.  '  That  the  dire6lors,  ^c.  buying  the M/^w- 
of  the  Lords  c  ^^^^  dividend  about  the  AS^ao'i  January^  1719-20, 

againft  rhe     ,  .  .  ,  ^lyr^i'^- 

South-Sea     '  ana  paying  5  s,  down,  and  3  /.  alter  the  receipt 
direaors.     4  ^^  ^.j.^^  f^j^  dividend,  was  a  fraud  to  the  perfons 
"  with  whom  they  contracted. 

2.  ^  That  the  giving  a  premium  for  the  refufal 
'  of  ftock  at  higher  prices  than  they  knew  the  value 
'  was,  was  a  fraudulent  artifice  to  raife  the  price  of 
'  ftock. 

3.  '  That  promoting  the  third  fupfcription  at 
'  1006  per  cent,  was  to  anfwer  a  particular  end,  and 
'   to  cheat  the  public. 

4.  ^  That 
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4.  «  That  the  declaring  30  per  cent,  dvidend  for 
^  the  half  year,  ending  at  Chriftmas^  and  ^O  per  cent, 
«  per  ann,  for  no  lefs  than  12  years  after,  wasavil- 
<  lainous  artifice  to  ddude  and  defraud  his  Majefty's 
*  good  fubjedts. 


5. «  That  the  declaring  the  Midfummer  dividend 

*  to  be  paid   in  (lock,    when  they  had   money  by 

*  them  toanfwer  the  fame, was  a  notorious  fraud,  and 
«  was  one  occafion  of  the  misfortunes  that  enfued.* 

Feb,  9.  The  Lord  Molefworth^  from  the  Com- 
mittee of  fecrecy,  acquainted  the  Commons  that  they 
had  received  information,  that  Mr.  Robert  Knight^ 
late  cafhier  of  the  South-Sea  company,  was  taken, 
and  was  in  cuflody  in  the  caflle  of  Antwerp  :  Here- 
upon his  Lordfhip  moved,  and  ic  was  refolved,  iie- 
mine  contradicente^  that  an  humble  addrefs  be  pre- 
fented  to  his  Majefly,  to  return  his  Majefty  the 
thanks  of  this  hou(e,  for  his  great  goodnefs  in  giving 
fuch  effedlual  diredions  to  his  Minifters  abroad  for 
fecuring  Mr.  Robert  Knight^  purfuant  to  the  addrefs 
of  this  houfe  ;  and  humbly  to  defire,  that  his  Ma- 
jefly  would  be  gracioufly  pleafed  to  give  orders  to 
his  Miniflers,  refiding  in  the  courts  of  Vienna  and 
BruJJelsy  to  make  the  proper  applications,  and  ufe 
the  moft  efFediual  inftances,  that  the  perfon  of  the 
faid  Mr.  Robert  Knight yX.o^tt\\tvWii\i\\\^  papers  and 
effeds,  might  be  fecured,  and  delivered  up  to  fuch 
perfons  as  his  Majefty  fhould  appoint  to  receive  the 
fame  •,  and  that  his  Majefty  would  be  gracioufly 
pleafed  to  give  orders,  upon  the  faid  Mr.  Robert 
Knighfs  being  brought  into  Great  Britain^  that  he 
be  forthwith  delivered  and  put  into  the  cuftody  of 
the  Serjeant  at  arms  attending  this  houfe.  This  ad-, 
drefs  was  immediately  fent  to  the  King  by  Mr,  A/^- 
thuen^  Comptroller  of  the  houfhold,  who  being  foon 
after  returned, acquainted  the  houfe  that  hisMajefty  had 
commanded  him  to  acquaint  the  houfe,  that  he  would 

give 
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give  the  neceflary  orders  and  dire61:ions  according  to 
the  defires  of  this  houfe  ;  and  that  in  cafe  his  Ma- 
jefly's  Endeavours  to  have  him  fecured  and  brought 
over  into  Gr^al  B ri I ain  [houl&fuccQcd^  his  Majefty 
would  forthwith  caufe  him  to  be  delivered  into  the 
cuftody  of  the  Serjeant  at  arms  attending  this  houfe. 
The  Commons  were  extremely  well  pleafed  with  this 
anfwer,  and  adjourned  the  call  of  their  houfe  to  that 
day  feven-night.  We  muft  take  notice,  that  while 
Mr.  Coinptrolkr  was  upon  prefenting  the  addrefs 
before-mentioned,  a  queftioa  was  propofed,  that 
the  diredlors  of  the  South-fea  company  do  forthwith 
Jay  before  this  houfe,  an  account  of  what  Hock  the 
laid  company  will  give  to  the  proprietors  of  the  four 
money-fubfcriptions,  fori  the  money  adlually  paid 
in  upon  the  fiid  fubfcriptions  refpedtively  :  But  the 
previous  queflion,  being  put,  that  that  queftion  be 
now  put,  it  paiTed  in  the  negative. 

The  fame  day,  {Feb,  9.)  a  noble  Earl  took  notice 
in  the  houfe  of  Peers  of  the  report  of  Mr.  Knight's 
being  taken  and  In  Cuftody, "which  being  a  matter 
in  which  the  public  was  highly  concerned,  hedefired 
thofe  in  the  adminiftration  to  acquaint  the  houfe  whe- 
ther  there  was  any  ground  for  that  report.     The 

Earl  of  6^ J  having,  upon  this,    informed  the 

houfe  in  what  manner  Mr.  Knight  had  been  appre- 
hended and  fecured,  a  motion  was  made  to  addrefs 
his  Majefty,  to  order  his  Minifters  abroad  to  ufe  the 
moft  cfcdluai  inftances  to  have  him  delivered  up  and 
fent  over.  Hereupon  the  Lord  who  fpoke  firft,  re- 
prefented,    '  That  the  perfon  who  at  prefent  took 

*  care  of  his,  Majefty's  affairs  at  Brtiffels^  being  i 
'  foreigner,  it  were  therefore  proper  for  the  houfe 

*  either  to  fend  a  meffenger  of  their  own,  or  to  de- 

*  fire  his  Majefty   to  fend  a  fpecial  Mefienger  to' 

*  bring  over  Mr.  Knight^    who  was  fo  material  an 

*  evidence  in  the  prefent  inquiry  into  the  villainous 
<  frauds  committed  by  the  late  South-fea  diredors 

^  and 
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*  and  their  abettors/  The  Lord  YikonntTow^Jh end ^ 
Who,  the  day  before,  was  declared  Principal  Secre- 
tary of  State  (in  the  room  of  the  Earl  Stanhope^  who 
had  died  fuddenly  four  days  before)  faid  thereupon, 

*  Thateitherofthefe  would  be  fo  far  difrefpedful, 
as  it  would  impjy  a  diilruft  of  his  Majefty's  care 
in  this  affair,  which  they  had  all  the  real^on  in  the 
world  to  be  fatisfied  in  :  That  upon  the  applica- 
tion made  to  his  Majefly  for  ufing  his  endeavours 
to  get  Mr.  Knight  fecured,  twelve  exprefTes  were 
immediately  difpatched,  for  that  purpofe  to  his 
Majefty's  Miniflers  abroad  ;  and  that  thefe  orders 
had  been  executed  with  fuch  puniluality  and  dr> 
ligence  by  the  Secretary  of  his  Majefty's  refident 
at  Brujjels,  That  Mr.  Knight  was  adually  appre^ 
hended  and  in  fafe  cullody  :  Concluding,  that  it 
became  the  wifdom  of  that  auguft  alTembly,  to 
exprefs  their  grateful  acknowledgments  to  his  Ma- 
jefly for  his  pafl  care,  and  to  rely  on  his  future  en- 

*  deavours  for  getting  Mr.  Knight  delivered  up,  and 

*  fent  over.'  This  being  agreed  to,  an  addrefs, 
much  to  the  fame  effe6l  with  that  of  the  Commons, 
was  prefented  to  his  Majefly  ;  who  appointed  Colo- 
xiel  Churchill  to  go  to  the  court  o^  Vienna,  to  make 
inftances  for  the  delivering  up  of  Mr.  Knight, 

Feh.  15.  Mr.  Comptroller  delivered  to  the  Com- 
rhons  the  following  meffage  from  his  Majefly. 

GEORGE    R. 

HIS  Majefty  having  received  a  petition  from  the  TheKing*^ 
court  of  directors  of  the  South- fea  company^  re-  Meffage  to  ' 
lating   to  the  payment  of  ^ the  money  due  to  the  public  tl^^"^' 
from  the  faid  compafiy^    has  thought  fit  to  tranfmit  the 
faid  petition  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons  ;  and  at  the  fame 
time,  to  acquaint  them,  that  his  Majefty  has  noohjemon 
to  the  Parliament's  gvving^  to  the  South-fea  company 
fuch  eafe  and  reliefs  in  the  times  of  makin?  the  payinents 
Vol.  VIII,  C  ^      ^    due 
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due  to  the  puhlicy    as  the  houfe  fhall  think  jit  andrea- 
fonahle. 

This  mefiage  was  reFerred  to  the  confideratlon  of 
a  committee  of  the  whole  houfethc  Friday  following; 
and  then  a  claufe  was  ordered    to  be  inferted  in  the 

hill  for  ingrafting  part  of  the  ffock  and  fund  of  the 
South- fea  company^  to  reftrain  the  corporations  of  the 
lank  of  England,  of  the  South-fea  company,  and  of 
the  Eaft-India  company,  fnom  lending  anyfum  of  mo- 
ney to  their  proprietors  upon  their  Jiock,  exceeding  100  h 
for  100  /.  capital  [loch  Then  the  Commons  in  a 
grand  committee,  made  a  farther  progrefs  in  that 
bill. 

Feh.  1 5.  Mr.  Broderick,  from  the  committee  of 
fecrecy,  to  whom  it  was  referred  to  inquire  into  all 
the  proceedings  relating  to  the  execution  of  the  a6t 
of  the  laft  feflion  of  Parliament,  intitled,  An  a^  for 
enabling  the  South-Sea  company  to  increafe  their prefent 
capital  flock,  &c.  reported  the  matter  as  it  appeared 
to  them,  which  they  had  direded  him  to  report  to 
the  Houfe  ;  and  having  read  the  fame  report  in  his 
^i.Appcn.  pj^^^^  v^\;\Q\i  took  up  near  two  hours  and  an  half, 
he  delivered  it  in  at  the  table,  where  the  fame  was 
again  read.  It  was  then  moved,  that  the  faid  report 
be  printed  ;  but  after  feveral  fpeeches  had  been  made 
thereupon,  it  was  thought  fit  to  order,  that  the  faid 
report  be  taken  into  confideration  upon  Saturday 
next. 

On  the  17th  of  February,  the  Commons,  in  a 
committee  of  the  whole  houfe,  confidered  of  the 
King's  melTage  relating  to  the  South  fea  company's 
petition,  and  came  to  the  following  refolutions,  yiz. 
I.  That  the  payment  of  the  fum  of  four  millions 
one  hundred  fifty  fix  thoufand  three  hundred  fix 
pounds  four  (hillings  eleven  pence,due  to  the  public 
by  th^  South-fea  company,  by  virtue  of  the  ad:  of 
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the  laft  felTion  of  Parliament,  and  made  payable 
within  one  year,  by  four  equal  and  quarterly  pay- 
ments, the  firft  payment  commencingthe  25th  day  of 
March  172 1,  be  farther  delayed  and  poftponed  to  the 
year  172  a ;  and  that  farther  provifion  be  made  for  the 
more  effedlual  payment  thereof,  a.  That  the  repay- 
ment of  the  fum  of  one  million, which  was  lent  to  the 
South- fea  company,  on  or  about  the  7th  of  June^ 
1720,  be  poftponed  to  the  7th  day  of  June  172.2. 

Feb,  II.  Thefe  refolutions  were  reported  by  Mr, 
Farrer^cLnd  agreed  to  by  the  houfe  •,  and  it  was  there- 
upon ordered,  that  it  be  an  inftrudion  to  the  com- 
mittee of  the  whole  houfe,  to  whom  the  ingrafting 
bill  was  committed,  that  they  have  power  to  receive 
a  claufe  or  claufes  purfuant  to  the  faid  refolutions^ 
After  this,  the  Serjeant  at  arms  was  ordered  to  fum- 
mon  the  members  in  the  places  adjacent  to  attend 
the  fervice  of  the  houfe,  who  then  proceeded  to  take 
the  report  from  the  committee  of  fecrecy  into  confi- 
deration ;  and  after  fome  fpeeches  on  the  feveral 
parts  of  it,  the  houfe  came  unanimoufly  to  the  feve- 
ral following  refolutions : 

1.  That  the  late  fub -governor,  deputy-governor, 
and  diredors  of  the  South-fea  company,  and  their 
officers,  and  their  aiders  and  abettors,  in  lending  out 
the  company's  money  upon  ftock  and  fubfcriptions, 
without  taking  fufficientfecurity  for  repay ment^there- 
of,  have  been  guilty  of  a  notorious  breach  of  truft, 
and  have  thereby  occafioned  great  lofs  to  the  com- 
pany, for  which  they  ought  to  make  fatisfadion  out 
of  their  own  eftates. 

2.  That  the  felling  or  difpofmg  of  ftock  or  fub- 
fcriptions  transferred  or  depofited  as  a  fecurity  for  the 
repayment  of  the  money  fo  lent,  was  a  notorious 
breach  of  the  truft  repofed  in  the  faid  fub-governor, 
deputy-governor,  directors,  and  their  officers,  and  a 

C  2  fraud 
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ftaud  on  the  proprietors,  in  order  to  inrich  them- 
felves,  for  which  they  ought  to  make  fatisfadion  out 
of  their  own  eftates. 

3.  That  the  taking  in  or  holding  of  flock  by 
the  Seuth-fea  company,  for  the  benefit  of  any  mem- 
ber of  either  houfe  of  Parliament,  or  perfon  con- 
cerned in  the  adminiftration,  (during  the  time  that 
the  company's  propofals,  or  the  bill  thereto  relating, 
were  depending  in  Parliament^  without  any  valuable 
confideration  paid,  or  fufficient  fecurity  given  for  the 
acceptance  of,  or  payment  for  fuch  flock  ;  and  the 
company's  paying  or  allowing  fuch  perfon  the  diffe- 
rence arifing  by  the  advanced  price  of  the  flocks, 
were  corrupt,  infamous,  and  dangerous  practices, 
and  highly  refle6ling  on  the  honour  and  juflice  of  Par- 
liaments, and  defbrudive  of  the  interefts  of  his  Ma- 
jefty's  government. 

4.  That  any  of  the  diredors  of  the  South-fea  com- 
pany felling  their  own  flock  at  high  prices  to  the 
company  or  others,  at  the  fame  time  that  they  gave 
orders  for  buying  flock  upon  acocunt  of  the  com- 
pany, under  pretence  of  keeping  up  the  nominal  va- 
lue of  thefaid  flock,  was  a  fcandalous  pradlice,  tend- 
ing to  inrich  themfelves,  to  the  great  lofs  and  de- 
triment of  the  company,  and  of  others  of  his  Majefly's 
fubjeds,  for  which  they  ought  to  make  fatisfadtion 
out  of  their  own  eflates. 

5.  That  the  declaring  a  dividend  of  30  per  Cent. 
for  Chriftmas  Jaft,  and  not  lefs  than  50  per  Cent, 
per  Annum  for  not  lefs  than  12  years  after,  was  an 
infamous  contrivance  to  give  his  Majefly's  fubjeds 
falfe  notions  of  the  value  of  the  faid  flock,  that  the 
late  diredors  might  more  eafily  difpofe  of  their  own 
ftock  at  exorbitant  prices. 

6.  That 
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6.  That  the  fetting  the  flock  of  the  South-fea 
company,to  fale  by  fubfcriptions  at  high  prices, above 
the  intrinfic  value  of  the  fame,  by  the  late  fub-go- 
vernor,  deputy-governor,  and  directors  of  the  faid 
company,  was  a  grofs  and  notorious  fraud,  and  has 
been  one  great  caufe  of  the  finking  of  the  public 
credit,  and  bringing  upon  the  nation  the  diftrefs  it  at 
prefent  labours  under. 

7.  That  the  advifing  the  late  fub- governor,  de- 
puty-governor, and  diredors  of  the  Soutb-fea  com- 
pany, to  fet  the  flock  of  the  faid  company  to  fale  by 
fubfcriptions  at  high  and  extravagant  prices,  or  to 
declare  the  high  and  extravagant  dividends  for 
Chriftmas  lafl,  and  twelve  years  after,  by  any  perfons 
in  the  adminiflration,  was  a  notorious  breach  of  the 
truft  repofed  in  them,  to  the  prejudice  of  his  Ma- 
jefly's  government,  and  the  interefl  of  this  king- 
dom. 

Then  the  farther  confideration  of  the  faid  report 
was  adjourned  to  the  2ifl,  when,  after  fome  time 
fpent  therein,  the  Commons  came  to  the  farther  u- 
nanimous  refolutions  that  follow,  viz, 

8.  That  the  entry  in  the  cafh- book  of  iht  Soutb- 
fea  company,  of  five  hundred  feventy  four  thoufand 
five  hundred  pounds  flock,  pretended  to  be  fold  for 
one  million  two  hundred  thirteen  thoufand  five  hun- 
dred feventy  five  pounds,  between  the  4th  oi  Febru- 
ary 1719,  and  the  12th  o^  April  following,  was 
contrived  with  a  defign  to  conceal  the  names  of 
perfons  for  whofe  benefit  flock  was  taken  in  by  the 
faid  company. 

5).  That  every  perfon  for  whom  flock  was  taken 
in  or  held,  fuch  flock  being  part  of  the  five  hundred 
feventy  four  thoufand  five  hundred  pounds,  pretend- 
ed to  be  fold  by  the  South-fea  company,  from  the 
4th  day  of  February  17 18,  to  the  12th  day  of 
C  3  Jpril 
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April  following,  without  money  paid,  or  fufficient 
fecurity  given  for  the  acceptance  of,  and  payment  for 
fuch  ftock,  be  obliged  to  pay  to  the  faid  company- 
all  fuch  fums  of  money  as  have  been  received  by 
way  of  difference,  or  otherwife,  for  fuch  ftock  taken 
in  or  held  as  aforefaid. 

10.  That  the  addition  of  two  hundred  fifty  thou- 
fand  pounds  to  the  firft  money-fubfcription,  after  ic 
had  been  declared  to  have  been  opened  for  two  mil- 
lions, and  the  addittion  of  five  hundred  thoufand 
pounds  to  the  fecond  money-fubfcription,  after  it  had 
been  declared  to  be  opened  for  one  million,  were 
fraudulently  contrived  to  give  corrupt  advantages  to 
particular  perfons,  and  were  injurious  to  public 
credit. 

1 1.  That  a  bill  be  brought  in  for  the  relief  of  the 
unhappy  fufferers  in  ihQ  Sou th-fea  company. 

And  it  was  ordered,  ift,  That  Mr.  Broderick^ 
Mr.  Pulteney,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Dutchy,  the 
luovd  Molefworth^  Mr.  Attorney-General,  Mailer  of 
the  Rolls,  Mr.  Smithy  Mr.  TVard,  Mr.  Horatio  WaU 
pole,  Mr.  Lownds,  Mr.  Roffe^  Lord  Barrington,  Mr. 
StV]t2iniPengelly,  Mr.  Sollicitor-General,  Mr.  Jef- 
feriesy  and  Mr.  'Talbot^  do  prepare  and  bring  in  the 
fame.  2dly,  That  the  faid  bill  be  brought  in  pur- 
fuant  to  the  refolutions  of  this  houfe,  of  this  day,  and 
of  the  1 8  th  inftant. 

Feb,  21.  It  was  ordered, 

I.  That  the  direcStors  of  the  6'^///^-7d'^  company 
do,  with  all  convenient  fpeed,  lay  before  this  houfe 
an  account  of  what  they  intend  to  do,  in  relation  to 
the  feveral  perfons  interefted  in  the  faid  company  by 
money -fubfcriptions,  or  otherwife. 

2.  That 
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2.  That  the  diredlors  of  the  South-fea  company 
do  lay  before  this  houfe,  the  proceedings  and  refolu- 
tions  of  the  general  court  of  the  faid  company  held 
the  iijd  of  December  lad. 

Feh,  25.  Mr.  Broderick  acquainted  the  Commons, 
That  the  committee  of  fecrefy,  fince  the  former  re- 
port, had  come  to  a  farther  knowledge  of  fome  mat- 
ters therein  mentioned,  and  were  ready  to  lay  a  far- 
ther report  before  the  houfe,  at  fuch  time  as  the 
houfe  ihould  appoint  to  receive  the  fame.  Hereupon 
it  was  ordered,  that  the  report  be  now  received. 
Mr.  Broderick  accordingly  read  the  faid  report  in  his 
place,  and  afterwards  delivered  it  in  at  the  table, 
where  the  fame  was  again  read,  and  then  ordered  to 
lie  on  the  table. 

After  this,  the  houfe  confidered  farther  of  the  re- 
port, from  the  committee  of  fecrecy,  and  notice  being 
taken  of  a  fraud  committed  in  relation  to  the  two 
laft  money-fubfcriptions,  it  was  refolved,  nem'ine  con- 
tradicente^  that  the  fuppofed  deficiency  of  fix  hun- 
dred thoufand  pounds  upon  the  third- money  fubfcrip- 
tion,  and  of  one  hundred  thoufand  pounds  upon  the 
fourth  money- fubfcription,  tsk.tvi\y^  ^t  South-fea 
company,  ought  to  be  made  good  and  anfwered  to 
the  company,  by  the  late  fub-governor,  deputy-go- 
vernor, diredlors,  and  cafliier,  the  faid  fubfcriptions 
being  declared,  at  a  general  court  of  the  faid  com- 
pany, holdenthe  8th  of  September^  1720,  to  have 
been  com  pleated  atfive  millions,  and  at  two  millions 
^vt  hundred  thoufand  pounds  refpedively,  and  ac- 
cordingly entered  and  pafiTed  to  the  credit  of  the 
company  in  their  cafh-book.  Then  it  was  ordered, 
that  it  be  an  inftru6lion  to  the  gentlemen  who  were  to 
prepare  and  bring  in  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  un- 
happy fufferers  in  the  South-fea  company,  that  they 
do  prepare  and  bring  in  a  claufe  or  claufes  purfuant 
to  the  faid  refolution  ;  as  alfo,  that  it  be  an  inftruc- 
tion  to  the  committee  of  fecrefy,  that  they  proceed 
C4  in 
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in  the  farther  examination  of  particulars,  of  the  five 
hundred  feventy  four  thoufand  five  hundred  pounds 
South'fea  flock  fuppofed  to  be  difpofed  of  between 
the  4th  of  jF^^r/^^rj,  ^7^9")  and  the  12th  of  April 
following. 

March  8.  Mr.  Fox^  from  the  auditor  of  the  Ex.- 
cbequer^s  office,  and  Mr.  Lockyer^  from  the  South^fea 
company,  laid  before  the  Houfe  feveral  papers  that 
had  been  called  for. 

Then  the  order  of  the  day  being  read,  for  taking 
into  farther  confideration  the  reports  from  the  com- 
mittee of  fecrecy,  thofe  parts  of  the  firft  of  the  faid 
reports,  which  related  to  John  Aijlahie.^  Efq;(a  mem- 
ber of  this  Houfe)  were  read  -,  and  then  the  fecond 
report  from  the  faid  committee  was  read  •,  and  a 
letter  from  the  faid  Mr.  Aijlahie^io  Mr.  JVeyjnondfold^ 
dated  i?ii  March ^  ^7^9  •>  and  alfo,  feveral  exami- 
nations of  Mr.  Weymondfold  before  the  faid  commit- 
tee ;  and  the  examination  of  Mr.  Robert  Surfnan^  ta- 
ken the  thirty  firft  of  January  laft  •,  and  the  exami- 
nation of  Mr.  Francis  Hawes  before  the  faid  commit- 
tee, taken  the  twenty  fourth  of  February  laft,  were 
read.  Afterwards  Sir  John  Fellows^  Mr.  Charles 
Joye^  Mr.  llawes^  Sir  John  Blunt ^  Mr.  Holditch^  Mr. 
Gibbon^  and  Mr.  Chefter^  were  feverally  called  in 
and  examined.  Then  the  examination  of  Mr.  Hawes^ 
taken  the  31ft  of  January  laft,  before  the  faid  com- 
mittee, was  read  ;  and  Mr.  Hawes  wsis  called  in  and 
examined.  Then  the  examination  of  Mr.  Robert 
Surman^  taken  before  the  faid  committee  the  7th  day 
oi  March  laft,  was  read  •,  and  he  was  called  in  and 
examined,  and  proved  on  account  of  South-fea  ftock 
bought  by  Mr.  Knight^  for  Mr.  Aiflahie  ;  which  ac- 
count was  read  ;  and  after  Mr.  V/eymondjold  had 
been  examined,  the  examination  of  Sir  'Theodore 
Janjjen^  taken  before  the  faid  committee  the  20th 
and  i6th  days  oi  January  laft;  and  the  examination 
of  Sir  Lambert  BlackzvelL.    taken  before  the   laid 

committee 
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committee  the  25th  day  o^  January  lad,  were  read. 
Afterwards  Mr.  Gihhon^  Sir  John  Fellows^  and  Mr. 
Joye^  were  again  feverally  called  in  and  examined. 
And  then  the  examination  of  Mr.  Knight,  taken  the 
17th  day  o^  January  lad  •,  and  the  examination  of 
Sir  John  Blunt,  taken  before  the  faid  committee  the 
14th  of  January  lall  -,  the  copy  of  the  warrant  for 
making  forth  new  Exchequer  bills  for  one  million  ; 
and  alfo  the  copy  of  the  memorial  from  the  South- 
y?^  company,  relating  to  the  iffuing  o(  Exchequer 
bills  by  way  of  loan  to  the  faid  company, were  read  : 
And  afterwards  Sir  John  Fellows  and  Sir  John  Blunt^ 
were  again  feverally  called  in  and  examined. 

The  reading  of  the  papers,  and  the  examination 
of  the  perfons  abovementioned,  lafted  till  about  nine 
o'clock  in  the  evening  ;  after  which  Mr.  Aijlahie 
made  a  long,  fubmifTive,  and  pathetic  fpeech,  in  his 
own  defence  -,  but  what  was  depofed  againft  him  by 
Mr.  Hawes,  viz.  That  he  had  caufed  the  book  of 
accompts  between  them  to  be  burnt,  and  given  him 
a  difcharge  for  the  balance,  amounting  to  about 
842,000/.  appeared  fo  heinous,  and  fo  home  a  proof, 
that  after  he  was  withdrawn,  the  Houfe  came  to  the 
following  unanimous  refolutions,  viz, 

Refolved,  Nemine  Contradicente, 

I.  That  it  appears  to  this  Houfe,  that  22000  /. 
South^fea  flock  was  bought  by  Mr.  Robert  Knight^ 
Jate  cafhier  of  the  South- fea  company,  upon  the  3d 
and  19th  d:\^j%  o^  December,  171 9,  for  the  ufe  and 
on  the  account  of  yo/?;^  Aijlabie,  Efq;  (a  member  of 
this  Houfe)  then  chancellor  and  under-treafurer  of 
the  Exchequer,  and  one  of  the  commifTioners  of  his 
Majefty's  Treafury. 

II.  That  from  the  30th  d'^y  o^  January,  1 7 19,  to 
the  4th  day  o{  March  following  inclufive,  7COGO  /. 
South'fea  ftock  was  tranfaifled  by  Mr  Matthew  TFey- 

mondfold 
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mondjold^  broker,  by  the  diredlion  and  on  the  ac- 
count: of  the  faid  John  Aijlahie^  Efqj 

III.  That  20000 1.  South-fea  flock,  part  of  the 
faid  7C000  /.  ftock,  was  delivered  to  Mr.  Matthew 
Weymondfoldhroktv^  on  the  lath  day  of  February ^ 
1 719,  by  Robert  Surman^  late  deputy-caftiier  of  the 
iSotith~fea  company,  at  the  rate  of  130  /.  per  cent,  by 
direction  of  Robert  Knight^  late  calliier  of  the  faid 
company,  for  the  ufe  and  benefit  of  the  faid  John 
AlfiaUe^  Efq; 

IV.  That  feveral  parcels  of  South-fea  ftock,  part 
of  the  faid  70CC0 /.  ftock,  amounting  to  20000/. 
ftock  for  '^^'ISJ^'  \o  s,  were  bought  by  Matthew 
Weymondfold  broker,  on  the  i  ft  day  of  March ^  1 7  ip^ 
by  the  order  of  the  hid  John  AiJIabie,  Efqj  and 
that  the  faid  aopoo/.  ftock  was  delivered  by  the  faid 
Matthew  Weymondfold  on  the  4th  day  of  Marchy 
1 719.  to  Robert  Knight^  latecafliier  of  the  South-fea. 
company,  for  the  ufe  and  benefit  of  the  faid  Mr, 
Aiflabie  ;  and  that  the  faid  Robert  Knight  did  then 
pay  the  faid  35357  /.  lo  J.  for  the  fame, 

V.That  the  aforefaid  20000  /.  South-fea  {kock^  was 
ftock  taken  in  and  held  by  the  faid  Robert  Knight^ 
for  the  benefit  of  the  faid  John  Aiflabie^  Efq;  after 
the  propofals  of  the  South-fea  company  were  accepted 
by  this  Houfe,  and  a  bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
thereupon,  without  any  money  paid  or  fecurity  given 
by  the  faid  Mr.  Aiflabie  for  the  faid  ftock. 

VI.  That  the  taking  in  and  holding  the  faid 
20000  /.  South-fea  ftock,  by  the  faid  Robert  Knight ^ 
with  the  privacy  and  for  the  benefit  of  the  faid  John 
Aiflabie^  Efq*,  was  a  moft  notorious^  dangerous,  and 
infamous  corruption  in  the  faid  Mr.  Aiflabie, 

VII.  That 
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VII.  That  it  appears  to  this  Houfe,  that  between 
the  aoth  day  o{  March ^  lyio,  and  the  21ft  day  of 
November  following,  there  was  an  account  between 
Turner  and  Company  and  Edmund  Waller ,  fon-in- 
jaw  of  the  faid  John  Aijlahie^  Efq;  amounting  in 
the  whole  to  the  Turn  of  7^4451  /.  15  i.  p  J.  and  that 
there  was  alfo  an  account  ofSouth-fea  (lock  depend- 
ing between  the  faid  Turner  and  Company,  and  the 
faid  Mr.  Waller^  on  the  balance  of  which  laft  men- 
tioned account  there  was  77600  /.  due  from  the  faid 
Turner  and  Company,  for  fecuring  whereof  the  faid 
Turner  and  Company,  entered  into  bonds  the  26th 
o^ November  laft,  for  twelve  months  from  the  24th 
day  of  September  then  paft,  viz.  One  bond  for 
44600  /.  to  the  faid  Edmund  Waller^  and  one  other 
bond  to  Thomas  Weddall^  Efq;  for  33000  /.  in  trufb 
for  the  faid  John  Aijlabie. 

VIII.  That  the  faid  JohnAtJlabie^  Efq;  was  privy 
to,  and  did  approve  and  confent,  that  the  million  of 
Exchequer  bills,  lent  by  the  Treafury  to  the  South-fea 
company,  Ihouldbe  lent  out  by  the  faid  company  up- 
on their  flock,  and  accordingly  the  fame  was  done. 

IX.  That  the  faid  John  Aijlabie^  Efq;  at  a  meet- 
ing with  the  faid  fub-governor  and  fcveral  of  the  di- 
rcftors  of  the  South-fea  company,  did  advife  the  ta- 
king in  the  firft  money  fubfcription  at  300  Lper  cent, 
and  agreed  to  promote  the  fame. 

X.That  the  Mdjohn  Aijlabie^  Efq;  gave  in  a  lift 
to  the  late  diredors  of  the  South-fea  company,  of 
the  names  of  perfons  to  be  admitted  into  the  third 
money  fubfcription  at  lOCO  /.  per  cent,  for  feveral 
fums  of  money  amounting  to  75300  /.  and  did  there- 
by promote  and  encourage  the  faid  fubfcription. 

XL  That  the  faid  John  Aijlaliey  Efq;  has  encou- 
raged and  promoted  the  dangerous  and  deftrudlive 

excution 
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execution  of  the  late  South- fea  fcheme,  with  a  view 
to  his  own  exorbitant  profit,  and  has  combined  with 
the  late  diredtors  of  the  South-fea  Company  in  their 
pernicious  pra(5lices,  to  the  detriment  of  great  num- 
bers of  his  Majefty's  fubjedts,  and  the  ruin  of  the 
public  credit  and  the  trade  of  this  kingdom. 

XII.  That  the  faid  John  Aijlahie^  Efq;  be  for  his 
faid  offences  expelled  this  Houfe. 

Then  it  was  ordered,  that  the  faid  John  Aijlahie, 
Efq;  be  committed  prifoner  to  his  Majefty's  'Tower 
of  London ;  and  that  Mr.  Speaker  do  iflue  his  war- 
rant accordingly. 

And  that  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  bill  for 
reftraining  John  JiJIabie,  Efq;  from  going  out  of  this 
kingdom  for  the  fpace  of  one  year,  and  until  the  end 
of  the  next  feflion  of  Parliament,  and  for  difcover- 
ing  his  eftate  and  effeds,  and  for  preventing  the 
tranfporting  or  alienating  the  fame  ;  and  that  Mr. 
Hutchefon  and  the  mafter  of  the  rolls  do  prepare  and 
bring  in  the  fame. 

March  14.  Mr.  Hutchefon  prefentcd  to  the  Houfe, 
A  hill  for  reftraining  John  Aiflabie,  Efq*,  from  going 
out  of  this  kingdom^  &c.  and  for  difcovering  his  eftate 
and  effe^s^  &c.  which  was  read  the  firit  time,  and 
ordered  to  be  read  a  fecond.  Then  the  Serjeant  at 
Arms  having  fummoned  the  members  in  the  adjacent 
places  to  attend  the  fervice  of  the  Houfe,  the  Com- 
mons proceeded  to  take  into  farther  confideration  the 
report  from  the  Committee  of  Secrecy  :  And  the 
Houfe  being  moved,  that  a  part  of  the  faid  report 
relating  to  the  Earl  of  Sunderland^  might  be  read, 
the  fame  was  read  accordingly.  His  Lordfhip's 
friends  not  expecting  that  he  would  be  fo  foon  at- 
tacked, appeared  fomewhat  furprized  *,  and  thereup- 
on moved,  and  ftruggled  hard,  for  adjourning  the 
confideration  of  that  part  of  the  faid  report  'till  the 
next  morning  ^  which  was  at  laft  agreed  to  s    and 

Sir 
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Six  John  Fellows^  Bart.  Charles  J oye^  Efq;  Sir  John 
Blunt,  Bart.  Edward  Gibbon,  Elq;  Robert  Cheftery 
Efq;  and  Mr.  Robert  Surman,  were  then  ordered  to 
attend. 

March  15.  The  Commons  proceeded  in  the  ad- 
journed confideration  of  that  part  of  the  report  from 
the  Committee  of  Secrecy  which  related  to  the  Earl 
of  Sunderland ;  and  the  feveral  examinations  of  Sir 
John  Blunt,  Mr.  Edward  Gibbon,  Mr.  Charles  Joye^ 
Ja7nes  Craggs^  Efq-,  Mr.  Richard  Holditch^  Mr.  John 
Webfter,  Mr.  Robert  Simnan,  Sir  Lambert  Black- 
"well^  Mr.  Francis  Hawes,  Mr.  William  Aft  ell.  Sir 
John  Fellows,  and  Sir  Theodore  Janjjen,  taken  before 
the  faid  Committee,  were  read  ;  and  afterwards  Mr, 
Joye,  Mr.  Gibbon,  Mr.  Chefter,  Mr.  Holditch,  and 
Mr.  Surman^  were  feverally  called  in,  and  exa- 
mined. 

Then  a  motion  was  made,  that  it  appears  to  the 
Houfe,  that,  after  the  propofals  of  the  South-Jea 
company  were  accepted  by  this  Houfe,  and  a  bill  or- 
dered to  be  brought  in  thereupon,  and  before  fuch 
bill  paired,  50000  /.  of  the  capital  ftock  of  the  Souths 
fea  company  was  taken  in  by  Robert  Knight,  late 
cafhier  of  the  faid  com.pany,  for  the  ufe,  and  upon 
the  account  o^  Charles  Earl  o'i  Sunderland,  a  Lord  of 
Parliament,  and  firftcommifTioner  of  theTreafury, 
without  any  valuable  confideration  paid,  or  fufficient 
fecurity  given,  for  payment  for,  or  acceptance  of  the 
lame. 

This  motion  occafioned  a  warm  debate,  that  lall- 
ed  till  near  eight  o'clock  in  the  evening,  but  the 
queftion  being  put  thereupon,  it  was  carried  in  the 
negative  by  a  majority  of  0.7^^  votes  againft  172  : 
Which,  however,  occafioned  various  reafonings 
and  refledlions.  That  ticklilh  affair  being  over, 
the  Commons  put  off  the  farther  confideration  of 
the  report  from  the  Committee  of  fecrecy,  till  the 
Friday  following. 

On 
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On  the  17th  of  March  the  order  of  the  day  be- 
ing read,  for  the  houfe  to  take  into  farther  confi- 
deration  the  report  from  the  Committee  of  fe- 
crecy,  Mr.  Hutchefon  reprefented,  ^  That  it  was 
'  impofTible  to  proceed  in  fo  important  an  affair, 
'  without   expofmg   the  juftice  of  Parliament  to 

*  be  baffled,  as  it  had  been  in  feme  Jate  inftances, 

*  fo  long  as  they  wanted  fo  material  a  witncfs  as 

*  Mr.  Robert  Knight :  '  And  therefore  he  moved, 
and,  being  feconded,  it  was  refolved,  nemine  con- 
tradicentey  *  That  an  humble  addrefs  be  prefent- 

*  ed  to  his  Majcfty,   humbly  to  defire  his  Majefty, 

*  that  he  would  be  pleafed  to  impart  to  this  houfe, 

*  the  advices  his  Majefty  has  received,  or  fhall 
'  receive,  from  abroad,  concerning  his  gracious  en- 

*  deavours  to  bring  over  Robert  Knight^    late  ca- 

*  fhier  of  the  South-fea  company,  to  anfwer  to 
«  the  juftice  of  the  kingdom  ; '  Which  addrefs  was 
ordered  to  be  prefented,  by  fuch  members  of  the 
houfe  as  were  of  his  Majefty's  moft  honourable 
Privy-Council.  It  wasby  many  conjedtured,  that 
the  remora  that  hindered  Mr,  Knighfs^  coming 
over,  was  rather  in  London^  than  in  Vienna  or 
Brujfels  :  But  be  that  as  it  will,  the  Commons 
having  in  the  mean  time,  no  great  bufinefs  before 
them,  adjourned  themfelves  to  the  20th. 

On  the  20th  of  March^  the  Commons  ordered 
their  fpeaker  to  iffue  his  warrant  for  a  new  writ, 
for  the  eleding  a  burgefs  for  the  borough  of  Ri-p- 
poHy  in  Torkjhire^  in  the  room  of  John  Aijlahie^ 
Efq;  expelled  the  houfe.  Then  Mr.  Comptroller 
acquainted  the  Commons,  that  their  addrefs,  re^ 
lating  to  Mr.  Knight^  having  been  prefented  to 
the  King,  his  Majefty  had  commanded  him  to 
lay  before  the  houfe,  feveral  letters  and  papers 
containing  advices  from  Flanders  concerning  him 
(with  a  fchedule  of  them  J  and  at  the  fame  time, 
to  acquaint  the  houfe,  that  as  his  Majefty  had  not 

received 
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received  any  advice  of  Colonel  CJnirchiirs  being 
got  to  Vienna^  nor  any  letter  from  thence  relating 
to  Mr.  Knight ;  that  as  foon  as  any  fhould  come 
to  his  Majefly,  they  fhould  be  laid  before  the 
houfe  :  Hereupon  feveral  letters  from  Mr.  Leather ^ 
his  Majefty's  Refident  at  Brujfeky  to  the  Secretar'y 
of  State,  were  read  5  importing  in  fubflance,  '  That 

*  purfuant  to  his   orders,   he  had  made  the  mod 

*  prefTing   inllances  with  the  Marquefs    de  Prie^ 

*  for  the  delivering  up  of  Mr.  Knight:  But  had 
I  been  anfwered,  that  the  faid  Marquefs  had  not 

*  received  any  inflrudlions  from  Vienna  about  that 

*  matter  ,  that,  in  the  mean  time,    he  was  appre- 

*  henfive   that   the  fame  would  meet  with  great 

*  difficulties.     That  the  Greffier^   or  Secretary,  of 

*  the  States  o?  Brabant ^  had  been  twice  with  the 
'  faid  Marquefs  to  reprefent  to  him,  that  accord- 

*  ing  to  one  of  the  articles  of  the  joyful  entry  of 

*  Brabant^  which  was  granted  them    by  the  Em- 

*  peror  Charles  V.  and  has  been  fworn  to  by  all 

*  his  fucceffors  (and  which  they  look  upon  as  their 

*  magna  charta)  no  perfon  charged  with,  or  ap- 
'  prehended  for   any   crime,    can    be  removed   to 

*  be  tried  out  of  their  province  ;    and  that  the  de- 

*  puties  of  the  States  infifted  upon  that  article,    of 

*  which  the  Refident  had  inclofed  a  copy  in  French ^ 
^  which  was  alfo  read  in  the  houfe. 

Mofl  of  the  members  appeared  furprized  at  the 
unexpeded  difficulty  about  the  delivering  up  Mr. 
Knight^  which  was  flarted,  in  the  name  of  the 
States  oi Brabant  -,  and  the  Lord  Mole/worthy  among 
others,  faid  thereupon,    '  That  it  was  to  be  hoped, 

*  they  fhould  have  a  more  fatisfadtory  anfwer  from 
'  Vienna^  than  they  had  from  Brujfels :  But  if  they 

*  had  not,  it  would,  in  his  opinion,    be  proper  to 

*  call  for  the  treaties  lately  entered  into  with  the 
^  houfe  of  Auftria^    to  know  upon  what  motives 

*  we  have  been  at  fo  great  an  expence  of  blood 

*  and 
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*  and  treafure,    and  have  fent  our  men  of  war  to 

*  rot  and  be  worm-eaten  in  the  Mediterranean^  to' 

*  conquer  kingdoms  for   the  Emperor  ?  Adding, 

*  that  if  that  pretended  privilege  of  the  ftates  of 
*-  Brahant^    fhould    be  infifted  upon,    they  might 

*  remove  that  obftacJe,  by  addrefling  his  Majefty 
'  to  grant  his  pardon  to  Mr.  Kn{^ht^    in  order  to 

*  have  him  brought  over  :  But  that  it  was  proper 
«  not  to  make  any  farther  ftep  in  that  affair,  till 
'  they  were  acquainted  with  the  fuccefs  of  Colonel 

*  ChurchiWs  negotiation  at  Vienna. 

On  the  22d,  Mr.  Comptroller  acquainted  the 
Commons,  that  his  Majedy  having,  the  day  be- 
fore, received  a  Letter  from  Colonel  Churchill^  di- 
reded  to  the  Lord  Vifcount  Town/hend^  dated 
Vienna  the  4th  of  March^  1720-21,  had  com- 
manded him  (purfuant  to  the  addrefs  of  the  houfe) 
to  lay  a  copy  thereof  before  the  houfe  ;  which 
Mr.  Comptroller  prefented  to  the  houfe  accordingly. 
The  copy  of  that  letter  was  thereupon  read,  im- 
porting in  fubftance  ;  that  he  was  juft  arrived  at 
Vienna.^  and  would  not  lofe  one  moment,  in  mak- 
ing the  mod  prelTing  inftances  to  the  imperial 
court,  for  the  delivering  up  of  Mr.  Knight  •,  and 
that  he  did  not  doubt  fuccefs,  unlefs  the  privileges 
of  the  States  o'i  Brabant  interfered  :  Several  fmart 
refledlions  were  made  (particularly  by  the  Lord 
Molefworth)  upon  the  frivolous  pretence  that  was 
made  ufe  of,  to  baffle  his  Majefty's  gracious  en- 
deavours to  bring  over  Mr,  Knight :  But  the  Houfe 
did  not  think  fit  to  come  to  any  refolution  there- 
upon ;  and  then,  in  a  grand  Committee,  went 
through  the  hill  for  the  better  eftablijhing  of 
public  credit.,  by  preventing  for  the  future^  the  in- 
famous praBice  of  flock-jobbing.  The  fame  even- 
ing Colonel  Churchill  arrived  from  Vienna^  which 
being  known  the  next  morning,  occafioned  a  ge- 
neral furprize. 

Colonel 
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Colonel  Churchill  being  come  into  the  houfe, 
of  which  he  was  a  member,  it  was  expedled  that 
an  account  of  his  negotiations  would,  that  day, 
have  been  laid  before  the  Commons  :  but  they 
were  only  given  to  underftand,  that  as  foon  as 
the  difpatches  he  brought  from  Vienna  could  be 
trandated,  they  Ihould  be  laid  before  the  houfe, 
who  thereupon  adjourned  till  the  27th. 

Being   then  met  again,  Mr.  Speaker  laid  before 
the  Commons  duplicates  of  the  inventories  or  par- 
ticulars  of  the  eftates   of  the  late  Sub-Governor, 
Deputy- governor,   Diredlors,  and  Officers   of   the 
South-fea  company,    (except  fuch  as  were  already 
before  the  houfe)  mz.    of  Sir  John  Fellows^  Sub- 
Governor,    Charles  Joye^  Efq;  Deputy-Governor, 
James  Edmundfon^    Efq;  Arthur  Ingram^   Efq;  Sir 
"Theodore  Janjjen^  Kt.    and  Bart.  Stephen  Child^  Efq; 
Francis  Hawes^    Efq;  Jacob  Sawbridge,  Efq;  ^ohn 
Turner^  Efq;  Sir  William   Hatmnond^    Kt.  William 
Morley^    Efq;    Richard  Horfey^  Efq^  Hugh   Ray- 
mond^ Efq*    Sir   Lambert   Blackwell^    Bart.    John 
Gore,    Efq;  TVilliam  /Iftell,  Efq;  Sa?nuel  Read,  Ju- 
nior,  Efq;    Robert    Chefter,   Efq;    Richard  Houl- 
ditchj    Efq;    Sir  Robert    Chaplin,     Bart.     Tho?nas 
Reynolds,     Efq;  Peter  de  la  Porte,    Efq;  Edward 
Gibbon,  Efq;  Sir   Har court  Mafter,   Kt.  Ambrofe 
Page,    Efq;    Sir  Jacob  Jacobjon,    Kt.    Sir    John 
Lambert^  Bart.    Sir  William  Chapman,  Knt.    and 
Bart.    Sir  John  Blunt,  Bart.    John  Grigsby,    Ac- 
countant, Robert  Surman,    Deputy-Caftiier :    And 
thefe   duplicates  of  inventories    were  referred   to  a 
feledt  Committee,   which   was  thereupon  appoint- 
ed to  examine  the  fame,  to  make  eftimates  of  the 
balances  of  the  faid  feveral  duplicates,  and  to  re- 
port to  the  houfe  fuch  obfervations  as  they  fhould 
make  upon  them.    After  this  Mr.  Comptroller  ac- 
quainted  the  houfe,     that  his  Majefty   had  com- 
manded him  to  lay  before  them   copies  of  feveral 
letters  and  papers  relating  to  Mr.  Knight^    which 
Vol,  VIIL  D  he 
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he  prefented  to  the  houfe  accordingly,  with  a 
fchedule  of  them.  The  copies  of  the  faid  letters 
were  read,  and  among  them  a  letter  from  the  Em- 
peror to  the  King  of  Great  Britain^  expreffing 
«  his  imperial  Majefty's  inclination    and  readinefs 

*  to  comply  with   his  Eritannick  Majefty's  defires, 

*  as  to  the  delivering  up  of   Mr.  Knight^    but  that 
<  the  States  o^  Br  ah  ant  having  and  claiming  parti- 

*  cular  privileges,  which  his  Imperial  Majefty  was 

*  engaged  to  maintain,  it  would  be  neceflary  to 
«  mal^e  application  to  the  faid  States  ;  and  his  Im- 

*  perial  Majefty   on  his  part,    would  not  fail  to 

*  fupport  fuch  inftances  as  fhould  be  made.'  To 
which  effed  Prince  Eugene  wrote  a  letter  to  the 
Marquefs  de  Prie,  which  was  alfo  read.  Several 
fevere  reflexions  were  made,  by  a  noble  member, 
on  the  former  of  thofe  two  letters :  But  this  affair 
being  equally  nice  and  important,  it  was  refolved 
to  take  into  confideration  the  feveral  letters  and 
papers  relating  to  Mr.  Knight,  which  his  Majefly 
had  been  pleafed  to  communicate  to  this  houfe,  in 
a  grand  Committee,  on  the  29th. 

On  the  a8:h  the  Commons  ordered,  that  the 
Committee  to  whom  the  duplicates  of  the  inven- 
tories of  the  eftates  of  the  late  diredtors,  &c,  of 
the  South  fea  Company,  were  referred,  fhould 
have  power  to  fend  for  perfons,  papers,  and 
records. 

March  29.  The  Commons,  m  a  grand  Com- 
mittee, took,  into  confideration  the  feveral  letters 
and  papers,  laid  before  them,  relating  to  Mr, 
Knight.  After  the  reading  of  fome  of  thofe  pa- 
pers, Mr.  Hutchefon  opened  the  debate,  reprefent- 
ing,  ''  How  much,  on  the  one  hand,  the  public 
'  was  concerned,  in  having  the  authors  of  the  pre- 

*  fent  diftrefs  fully  difcovered  and  brought  to  con- 
«  dign  puniihment  ;  and  how  impradicable  it  was, 

*  on  the  other  hand,    to  proceed  in  this  important 
«  inquiry,    fo  Jong  as  the  principal  agent  of  the 
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'  late  South-fea  dircdors,   and  their    accomplices, 

*  was  kept  out  of  the  way  5    that,    in  the  mean 

*  time,  the  public  calamity  encreafing  every  day, 
«  the  nation  called  aloud  for  juftice ;  And  there- 
'  fore,  if  the  means  already  ufed  for  bringing  over 

*  Mr.  Knight,  proved  abortive,    it  were  advifabie 

*  to  have  recourfe  to  more  fpeedy  and  efFedual 
'  methods.'  Sir  Jofeph  Jekyll^  and  the  Lord 
MoUfworth,  ^  ftrongly  fupported  Mr.  Hutchefon^ 
and,  in  particular,  fhewed,  that  it  was  incumbent 
on  fome  Perfons  in  the  adminiftration  to  have 
Mr.  Kntght  brought  over,  in  order  fully  to  clear 
their  own  innocence  ;  otherwife,  though  acquitted 
they  would  ftill  be  looked  upon  as  criminal! 
Urging,  that  it  was  matter  of  wonder,  that  fo 
frivolous  a  pretence,  as  the  privileges  of  the  States 
ofBrahanty  ihould  be  made  ufe  of  to  put  a  flop 
to  fo  important  an  inquiry,  efpccially  confiderino- 
how  little  thofe  privileges  had  been  regarded  in 
more  material  points ;  and  what  obligations  tte 
hou(Q  of  Juflria  lay  under  to  t\it  Britijh  nation. 
Sir  Richard  Steele  o^tvtd  fomething  again  ft  oblig- 
ing Mr.  Knight  to  be  an  evidence,  whether  he 
would  or  no  :  But  no  great  ftrefs  was  laid  upon 
it.  On  the  other  hand,  Mr.  Lechmere  reprefent^ 
ed,  <  That  in   all  probability  the  Qonrt  of  Vienna 

*  had  not,^  at  firft,  fully  confidered  the  importance 
'  of  the  inftances  that  were  made  to  them  in  his 

*  Majefty's  name,    and  at  the  defire  of  the  Com- 

*  mons  of  Great  Britain :    But  that  it  was  to  be 

*  prefumed,  that  when  fo  wife  a  Prince,  as  the  pre- 

*  fent  Emperor,  fhould  be  apprized,  that  the  wel- 

*  fare  and  fafety    of  England,  to  whom  his  Impe- 

*  rialMajefty  had  fo  great  obligations,    depended, 

*  in  fome  meafure,    on  the  delivering  up  of  Mr, 

*  Knighty  he  would  readily  comply  with  their  de- 

*  fires.*  Hereupon  Mr,  Lechmere  moved,  *  That 
«  an  humble  adddrefs  be  prefcnted  to  his  Majefty, 
«  returning  the  thanks  of  this  houfe  for  the  in- 

^  »  *  fiances 
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*  ftances  he  has  been  pleafed  to  make,    by  a  letter 

*  under  his  royal   hand  to  his   Imperial  Majefty, 

*  for  obtaining  the  delivering  up  of  Mr.  Knight^ 
'  purfuant  to  the   addrels  of  this  houfe,    and  for 

*  communicating   to  this   houfe,    the  ileps  which 

*  have  been  taken  relating  thereto  ;  and  to  repre- 

*  fent  to  his  Majefty,  the  difiatisfadion  which  his 
<  Commons  have  at  the  obftacles  which  they  find 

*  have  been  raifed,   under  the  pretence  of  the  pri- 

*  vileges  of  the  States  o^  Br  ah  ant  ^  againft  a  com- 
'  pliance  with  his  gracious  endeavours. 

*  And  alfo  to  reprefent,  that  this  houfe  is  every 

*  day  more  and  more  convinced  of  the  high  im- 

*  portance   it  is  to  thejuftice  due  to  his  Majefty 's 

*  people,    that  efFedual  meafures  be  fpeedily  takea 

*  for  bringing  over  Mr.  Knight. 

*  And  earneftly  to  befeech  his  Majefty  to  im- 

*  ploy  his  moft  preiling  endeavours,  in  fuch  man- 

*  ner,    as  in  his  great  wifdom  ftiall  be  thought 

*  proper,    for    attaining    the   juft   defire    of    his 

*  Commons. 

No  body  offered  to  oppofe  this  motion^  which, 
after  Mr.  Speaker  had  refumed  the  chair,  Mr. 
Broderick  reported  to  the  houfe ;  and  the  fame  be- 
ing agreed  to  nernine  contradicente.^  it  was  refolved, 
that  the  faid  refolution  be  laid  before  his  Majefty 
by  the  whole  houfe. 

Accordingly,  March  30,  the  Commons,  to  the 
number  of  above  three  hundred,  in  their  coaches, 
with  their  fpeaker  at  their  head,  went,  about 
two  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  to  St.Jaj/ies^Sy  and 
prefented  the  faid  refolution  to  his  Majefty,  who 
rerurned  the  following  moft  gracious  anfwer. 

T  Am  very  well  pleafed,  that  the  injiances  which  I 

have  made  for  obtaining  the  delivering  up  of  Mr, 

Knight,  have  given  you  fatisfaElion  \  I  fh all  continue 

to  imploy  my   utinofi  endeavours  for  obtaining  what 

you  defire -i  and  hope  they  will  prove  effeuiuaL 

April 
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DEBATE 

Mr.  Comptroller  laid  before  the  houfe 
copies  of  leveraJ  letters  and  papers  relating  to  Mr. 
Knight^  Jate  cafhier  of  the  South- fe a  company  :  And 
Sir  'Thomas  Crojje  reported  from  the  Committee  to 
whom  it  was  referred  to  examine  the  feveral  dupli- 
cates of  the  inventories  or  particulars  of  the  eftatesof 
the  late  fub-governor,  deputy-governor,  diredors, 
deputy-cafhier,  and  accountant  of  the  Soiith-fea 
company,  delivered  into  this  houfe,  and  to  make 
eftimates  of  the  balances  of  the  faid  feveral  dupli- 
cates :  That  the  Committtee  had  confidered  the  mat- 
ter to  them  referred,  and  had  made  an  eftimate  oi 
the  balances  of  the  faid  feveral  duplicates,  which  they 
had  diredled  him  to  report  to  the  houfe  ;  and  he 
read  the  fame  in  his  place,  and  afterwards  delivered 
the  report  in  at  the  table,  where  the  fame  was  read  ; 
and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table.  The  balances  of 
the  faid  eltates  are  as  follow,  viz. 


Blunt 

Edjnundfon 

Hawes 

Hammond 

Raymond 

Gore 

Read 

Chefter 

Houlditch 

Chaplin 

Reynolds 

De  la  Porte 

Gibbon 

Page 

Chapman 

Lambert 

Grtgjhy 

Tylard 

Surman 

Jacobfon 
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Q    directors 

183,345^  10 

o|  cftaces. 

5.365   0 

0| 

405031    0 

2 

22,707     4 

2 

64,373     ^ 

3 

38,5)36  15 

5 

117,297  16 

0 

140,37a  15 

6 

5%5V  10 

4 

45.875  14 

5 

i§,36§  12 

^l 

17.151     4 

6 

ic6,543     5 

6 

34,817  12 

3-: 

39,161     6 

8| 

72,508     I 

i 

3i,6b7    6 

0 

^%^75  14 

4 

112,321  10 

0 

ii.ogi     4 

c 

Fellows 
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Fellows                  ■'                             243,op6     o  6 

Black  well                     83,529  17  11 

Janfen                     243^^44     3  " 

Joye                     40^105     2  o 

Ingram             —               —                1 6^795     o  o 

Eyles            —            34^3^9  l<5  7 

Sawhrtdge              .__                 7/5^54     i  3 

Morley                          _—                    1,869   10  3 

Horjey               —                  —             19,962     J  3 

CMi         —               —                    5!i)437   19  I 

y^d-//                —                  —         '2'7,7io  19  8| 

Turner                  —             881   17  6 

Mafter                «—            —               11,814  12  3| 

Tcgial  amount  2,014,123  16  2\ 


Vx"^^^*^*  ^n7.  20.  Mr.  Broderkk  having  acquainted  the 
'"^"houfe,  That  the  Committee  of  fccrecy,  fince  their 
former  report,  had  come  to  a  farther  knowledge  of 
fome  matters,  and  were  ready  to  lay  a  farther  report 
before  the  houfe,  at  fuch  time  as  the  houfe  fhould  ap- 
point ;  it  was  ordered,  that  the  faid  report  be  re- 
ceived the  next  morning. 

Accordingly  on  the  21ft,  after  the  reading  of 
fix  petitions,  of  as  many  of  the  late  diredlors,  and  of 
a  feventh  of  John  Grigshy^  late  Accountant-General 
of  the  South-fea  Company,  praying  the  confideration 
and  compaffion  of  the  houfe  5  Mr.  Broderkk^  from 
the  Committee  of  fecrecy,  reported  fome  farther  mat- 
ters, as  they  appeared  to  the  faid  Committee,  and 
delivered  the  report  in  at  the  tabk,  where  the  fame 
was  read,  and  ordered  to  be  taken  into  confideration 
that  day  feven-night.  The  mod  material  part  of 
this  third  report,  related  to  James  Craggs,  fen.  Efq; 
late  Poft- mafter- General,  and  imported,  in  fubftance, 
*  That  forty  thoufand  pounds  South-Jea  ftock  had 

'  been 
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*  been  taken  in,  and  paid  for  out  of  the  cafli  of  the 

*  Soutb'fea  company,  for  the  ufe  and  benefit  of  the 
*•  faid  CraggsJ'  It  appeared  likewife  by  this  report, 

*  That  the  fecret  Committee  had  feveral  times  ex- 

*  amined  Mr.  Waller^  but  that  he  contradidled  him- 
<  felf  in  feveral  particulars  ;    pretending,    that  he 

*  had  torn  or  burnt  all  his  books  of  accounts ;    fo 

*  that  he  had  nothing  to  Ihew  for  all  his  dealings, 

*  either  himfelf,    his  mother,    or  Mr.  Aijlahie^  his 

*  brother-in-law.'  Thefe  particulars  incenfed  many 
of  the  members  :  And  the  hill  for  retraining  John 
Aiflabie,  £/^;  from  going  out  of  this  Kingdom^  &c. 
and  for  difcovering  his  eftate  and  effects^  &c.  being 
thereupon  read  the  fecond  time,  and  committed,  a 
motion  was  made  for  confolidatingthe  faid  bill, with 
t\it  bill  for  relief  of  the  unhappy  fufferers  in  the  South- 
fea  company.  Mr.  Robert  Walpole^  and  fome  other 
gentlemen,  reprefented,  '  That  it  would  feem  hard 

*  to  put  a  perfon  of  Mr.Aiflahie^s  eminence  and  dif- 

*  tindion  on  the  fame  level  with  the  directors,  and 

*  that  fuch  a  precedent  might  be  of  dangerous  con- 

*  fequence  :'  But  Mr.  Lechmere^  Sir  Jofeph  Jekyll^ 
the  Lord  Molefworthy  Mr.  Broderick,  Mr.  Shippen^ 
and  fome  other  members,  fpeaking  for  the  motion, 
the  court-party  did  not  think  fit  to  divide  againft  it, 
and  fo  it  was  carried,  and  refolved.  That  Mr. 
^iflahie's  bill  be  committed  to  the  Committee  of  the 
whole  houfe,  to  whomthe  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  un- 
happy fufferers  in  the  South- fea  company^  was  com- 
mitted •,  and  ordered,  That  it  be  an  inftrudion  to 
the  faid  Committee,  that  they  do  alter  and  make 
both  the  faid  bills  into  one.  It  was  alfo  ordered, 
upon  Serjeant  Pengelly^s  motion,  feconded  by  Ge- 
neral Rojfe^  That  it  be  an  inftrudlion  to  the  faid 
Committee,  that  they  do  provide,  by  a  claufe  or 
claufes,  for  fubjedling  the  real  andperfonal  eftatesof 
the  idJid  John  Aiflabie^  Efq;  in  the  fame  manner,  and 
to  the  fame  purpofes,  to  which  the  eftates  of  the 
late  diredorsof  th^ South-fea  company  arc  fubjeded, 

D  4  by 
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by  the  bill  for  relief  of  the  unhappy  fufferers  in  the 
South  fea  company.  Then  the  call  of  thehoufe  was 
farthtr  adjourned  to  the  21ft  of  May. 

April  11.  Six  of  the  late  dire61:ors,  and  Mr. 
Surman^  one  of  the  late  clerks  of  the  treafary-office 
of  tht  South-fea  company,  petitioned  the  Commons 
for  compafTion  :  And  on  the  other  hand,  four  peti- 
tions, viz,  of  tht  counties  oi  Hertford 2indDorfet,  of 
the  city  of  Brijlol^  and  of  the  borough  of  Oakhainp- 
ton  in  Devonjhire^  prayed  for  juftice  to  an  injured 
nation. 

April  ^^.  Eleven  other  petitions  from  the  late 
fub-governor,  deputy-governor,  and  nine  of  the  late 
direv5lors  of  the  Soiith-fea  company,  were  alfo  pre- 
fented  to  the  Commons,  and  read  ;  as  were  likewife 
five  petitions  {yi%,  of  the  counties  of  Ejjex  zxABuckSy 
city  of  Exeter^  borough  of  AgmondeJhaj7i^  or  Amer- 
(ham.,  and  of  the  Juftices  of  the  peace  of  Middlefex)  for 
juftice. 

April  29.  Sir  Har court  Mafler^  and  Sir  John 
Blunt^  two  of  the  late  dired:ors,  implored  the  confi- 
deration  of  the  houfe  :  But  it  was  obferved,  that  Sir 
JohnBlunth  petition,  fuggefting  his  innocence,  ra- 
ther moved  their  laughter,  than  compafTion.  After 
this,  Mr.  Shippen  ftood  up,  and  took  notice,  '  That 

*  the  houfe  had  fat  a  long   while,    and  nothing 

*  had  yet  been  done  towards  the  reftoring  of  public 

*  credit:   That,   indeed,  a  member  of  great  parts 

*  and  abilities  had,   at  firfl,  propofed  a  fcheme  for 

*  that  purpofe  ;    but  that  inflead  of  proving  an  ef- 

*  fedual  remedy,   it  appeared  at  laft  to  be  a  meer 

*  palliative,    which  had  rather  inflamed  than  alle- 

*  viated  the  diftemper.     That  by  this  time,  a  whole 

*  injured  nation  called  aloud  for  vengeance  ;  and  if 

*  they  ncgledled  to  hear  the  voice  of  the  people,  it 
^  would  look  as  if  they  had  a  mind  to  provoke  them 

!  to 
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*  to  do  themfelves  juftice.  That  'twas  ever  his  opi- 
'  nion,  that  the  only  effedlual  means  to  reftore  ere- 
'  dit,  was  to  call  them  to  a  ftrid  account,  who  had 
'  ruined  it ;  and  in  particular,  all  fuch  as  had  ap- 

<  plied  any  part  of  the  public  money,  entrufted  in 

*  their  hands,  in  ftockjobbing,  and  had  raifed  vaft 

*  fortunes  by  robbing  the  public'  And  fo  he 
moved,  '  That  it  be  an  inftru6lion  to  the  Commit- 
'  tee  of  fecrecy,  that  they  inquire  what  public  nio- 

*  ney  had  been  employed  by  any  treafurer,  cafhier, 

*  colledlor,  receiver,  or  other  officer  concerned  in 

*  the  receiptor  payment  of  the  public  money,  or  of 

<  any  other  part  of  his  Majefty's  revenue,  or  by  any 

*  in  truft  for  them,  or  by   their  order,  in    buying 

*  flock  or  fubfcriptions  in  the  South-fea^  or  any  other 
'  company,  or  in  annuities,  or  other  Parliamentary 

*  fecurities,  or  otherwife  making  ufe  of  or  imploy- 

*  ing  the  fame,  to  their  private  advantage,  fmce  the 

*  firft  T>2iY  o^  December^  ^7^9* 

Sir  Williain  Wyndham  feconded  this  motion  ;  ad- 
ding withal,  '  That  there  was  reafon  to  apprehend, 

*  that  the  public  money  had  not  been  adminiftred 

<  with  due  oeconomy,  particularly  in   relation   to 

*  fome  foreign  troops,  that  were  in  the  pay  of  Eng-- 
«  land  and  Holland  during  the  lad  war,  to  whom 
'  great  fums  had  of  late  been  allowed,  on  account 
'  of  pretended  arrears,  after  they  had  fepara ted  from  , 

*  the  Englijh  general :'    And  therefore  he  moved, 

*  That  the  lateCommiffioners  appointed  to  examine, 
«  ftate,  and  determine,  the  debts  due  to  the  army, 
'  and  to  examine  and  (late  the  demands  of  feveral 

*  foreign  Princes  and  dates,  for  fubfidies  during  the 
'  late  war,  be  ordered  to  lay  before  the  houfe,  co- 
'  pies  of  the  feveral  warrants  and  figns-manual,  by 
'  virtue  of  which  they  ifTued  any  certificates. 

Hereupon  Mr.  Walpole  faid,  '  That  he  wondered 
«  to  hear  of  fuch  a  motion  in  this  houfe,  when  a  XwiXo. 
^  after  the  King's  coming  to  the  throne,  an  ad  of 

*  Parliament 
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*  Parliament  had  been  made  for  payment  of  thofe 

*  arrears ;  and  that  the  commifTioners   of  accounts 

*  had,  undoubtedly,   adled  according  to  the   intent 

*  and  meaning  of  that  ad:.'  To  this,  Mr.  Chancel- 
lor of  the  D^/^^jy  an fwered,  '  That  he  was  notagainft 
^  the  motion  that  honourable  gentleman  had  made, 

*  (meaning  Sir  William  Wyndham)  neither,  on  the 

*  other  hand,  was  he  about  to  juftify  it :  But  he 

*  would   freely  tell  the  gentleman  who  oppofed  it, 

*  That   while  the  nation  was  under  the  prefTure  of 

*  heavy  debts,  he  muft  expect  that  many  fuch  mo- 

*  tions  would  be  made,  in  order  to  find  out  methods 

*  to  cafe  the  public  burden.     That   as  he,  (Mr. 

*  Waif  ok)  was  now  in  an  higher  pod  than  formerly^ 

*  fo  a  great  deal  more  was  expeded  from  him  •,  the 
'  rather  becaufe  the  fcheme  which  he  had  propofed 

*  at  the  beginning  of  this  feffion,    for  the  raifing  of 

*  the  flock,  and  reiloring  public  credit,  had  not  had 

*  the  defired  efFed.'    Mr.  Walpole  replied,   '  That 

*  it  was  known  to  every  body,  that  he  ever  was 

*  againft  the  Soutb-fea  fcheme,  and  had  done  all 

*  that  lay  in  his  power,  to  hinder  its  taking  place : 
^  But  now  the  mifchief  was  done,  and  things  were 

*  brought  to  fuch  extremities,  he  thought  it  his  duty, 

*  and  therefore  was  willing,  to  try  the  befl  method 

*  he  could  think  of,  to  extricate  the  nation  out  of 
'  the  difficulties  into  which  they  were  plunged  : 

*  That   he  did  not  intend  to  work  miracles  ;  but 

*  only  to  ufe  his  utmofl  endeavours  towards  the  re- 

*  trieving  the  late  misfortunes :  That  with  this  ho- 
'  nefl  intention  he  had  promoted  a  fcheme  which 

*  had  been  laid  before  him,  and  appeared  the  mofl 

*  plaufible  of  any  then  propofed,  for  reftoring  pub- 

*  lie  credit :  That  it  could  not  be  denied,  that  while 
'  that  fcheme  was  purfued,  it  had  done  fome  good, 

*  and  kept  up  the  price  of  flocks ;  and  that  they  fell 

*  fince  it  had  been  laid  afide :  That  however,  he 

*  never  intended  to  raife  flocks  above  the  intrinfic 

value 
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*  value,  for  that  would  bring  us  again  into  the  fame 

*  unhappy  circumftances  which  the  raifing  of  them 

*  had  before  occafioned.'  He  afterwards  lamented 
the  ill  difpoficion  of  fome  perfons,    '  who,  inftead 

*  of  concurring  with  others  in  remedying  the  pre- 
'  fent  diftemper,  ufed  all  poffible  means  to  irritate 

*  and  exafperate  the  minds  of  the  people:'  Con- 
cluding with  a  motion,  *  That  a  day  be  appointed 
'  to  confider  of  the  ftate  of  the  public  credit  of  the 
'  kingdom.'  This  motion  was  unanimoufly  agreed 
to,  and  that  day  feven -night  appointed  for  that  pur- 
pofe  •,  after  two  orders  had  been  made  according  to 
the  two  motions  (of  Mr.  Shippen^  and  Sir  William 
Wyndham)  before-mentioned.  Then  the  Commons, 
in  a  grand  Committee,  confidered  of  the  bills  againft 
the  late  South-fea  diredlors,  and  againft  Mr.  Axfldbie^ 
and  having  confolidated  the  fame,  put  off  the  farther 
confideration  of  them  till  the  27th, 

April  2^,  After  the  reading  of  the  petitions  of 
the  corporation,  town,  and  county  of  Bedford^  for 
punifhing  thofe  who  had  raifcd  their  fortunes  by  fa- 
crificing  the  public  credit,  the  Commons  proceeded 
to  take  into  confideration  thofe  parts  of  the  reports 
of  the  Committee  of  fecrecy,  of  the  21ft  of  April 
inftant,  and  of  the  l6th  of  February  laft,  relating  to 
James  Craggs^  Efq,  deceafed,  late  Poft- mafter-Ge- 
neral,  which  having  been  read,  Mr.  Broderick  moved, 
'  That  the  faid  Mr.  Craggs  having  taken  4CCC0  /. 

*  South'fea  ftock  without  paying  for  it,  or  giving 

*  fufEcient  fecurity  for  the  payment  of  the  fame,  his 

*  eftate  might  be  made  liable  to  the  fame  forfeitures 

*  with  thofe  of  the  late  diredlors.'  Hereupon  Grey 
Nevil^  Efq;   defired,  *  That  the  gentlemen  con- 

*  cerned  in  this  affair,  two  of  whom  where  members 
'  of  this  houfe,  might  be  firft  heard  by  their  Coun- 

*  fel,  and  produce  what  witnefles  they  had,  before 

*  the  houfe  came  to  any  refolution  in  this  matter.* 
Mr.  Robert  fFalpole  feconded  him,  and,  in  particu- 
lar 
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kr,  faid,  '  He  hoped  the  houfe  would  not  break 

*  their  known  rules,  which  were,  not  to  condemn 

*  any  one  without  firft  hearing  them  ;  and  fure  they 
*■  would  not  deny  this  piece  of  juftice  to  their  own 
'  members.'  Mr.  Horatio  JValpcle  fpoke  to  the 
fame  purpofe;  and  then  Mr.  'Trefufis  (one  of  the 
members  interefted  in  this  bufinefs)  flood  up,  and 
faid,  '  That  they  were  not  at  all  prepared,  not  ex- 

*  peeling  that  this  affair  would  have  come  on  this 
<  day,  becaufe  there  was  another  part  in  the  report 
'  before  it-,  and  therefore  he  defired  the  houfe  would 
«  give  them  time  to  get  their  witnefTes :  He  added, 
'  he  had  never  been  ufed  to  fpeak  in  the  houfe,  or 

*  but  very  rarely,  and  his  brother-in-law^Mr.  A^^^/y^?;?, 

*  not  at  all,  which  he  hoped  the  houfe  would  take 
«  into  confideration,  and  allow  them  counfel  to 
'  fpeak  for  them  :  That  by  Mr.  Craggs*s  death,  his 
^  eftate  was  devolved  to  them,  and  Mr.  Elliot^ 
^  (lately  a  member  of  the  houfe)  in  right  of  their 
'  wives,  the  deceafed's  three  daughters :  That  there 

*  was  no  manner  of  crime  laid  to  their  charge  ;  and 

*  {inctyir.Craggs  was  dead,  and  could  not anfwer 
«  for  himfelf,  he  hoped  the  houfe  would  allow  them 
'  time  and  counfel.'  This  was  opp-ofed  by  Sir  Jofeph 
Jekyll\  but  Mr.  Robert  Walpole  faid,  '  That  fince 
'  the  two  gentlemen  concerned  had  not  been  ufed  to 
^  fpeak  in  the  houfe,  and  therefore  were  not  likely 
«  to  make  fo  good  a  defence  as  otherwife  they  might, 
^  he  thought  it  reafonable  to  allow  them  counfel, 

*  and  give  them  time  to  prepare.'  To  this  Mr. 
Lechmere   replied,    '  That  it  might,  indeed,   feem 

*  fomewhat  hard  to  deny  counfel  to  gentlemen  who 
'  were  not  ufed  to  fpeak  in  the  houfe ;  but  he  doubt- 
'  ed  not  but  that  good-natured  gentleman  that  (poke 

*  laft,  who  had  fo  good  a  capacity,  and  was  fo  able 
'  to  advife  them,  would  fit  by  them,  and  by  his 

*  afTiftance  be  as  ufeful  to  them,  as  if  they  had  coun- 
'  fekashe  had  been  tofeveral  others  in  the  like  cafe.* 

No 
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No  return  was  made  to  this  reply,  upon  which  the 
motion  for  allowing counfel  was  dropt :  And  then, 
after  fome  farther  debate  about  the  time  for  hearing 
this  matter,  the  ift  o^  May  W2is  appointed  for  that 
purpofe  in  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe. 

J^pril  29.  Notice  was  taken  in  the  Houfe  of 
Lords,  that  little  or  nothing  had  yet  been  done  to- 
wards punifhing  the  author  and  printer  of  an  impi- 
ous libel  complained  of  in  that  Houfe  lafl  SefTions, 
intitled,  A  fiber  reply  to  Mr.  Higg'j  merry  Argu- 
ments for  the  'Tritheifiical  Do^rine  of  the  Trinity y 
while  other  meaner  offenders  had  been  profecuted 
with  vigour  and  brought  to  punifhment.  The  Earl 
of  Nottingham^  and  fome  others,  complained  of  the 
growth  andfpreading  of  atheifm,  profanenefs,  and 
immorality  ;  and  thereupon  the  Lord  Willoughhy  of 
Brooke^  Dean  of  Windfor^  brought  in  a  hill  for  the 
7nore  effectual  fuppr effing  of  blajphemy  and  profane- 
nefsy  which,  in  fubftance,  was  to  the  efFed  follow- 
ing, viz. 

The  preamble  recited,  'That  many  books  had     Atnifor 

*  been  pubilfhed  of  late,  in  which  the  authors  had  r'JPJ??^''^ 

*  deoied  the  Divinity  of  our  Saviour  Jefus  Chrift,  ^(Xt^^lit 
'  the  dodfrineof  the  holy  Trinity,  and  the  truth  of  yj^^^J"^ 

*  the  Chriftian  Religion,  which  offences  the  laws  in  Lords!  * 
'  being  not  having  been  fufficient  to  reftrain,  there- 

'  fore,  for  the  more  effedual  fupprefllng  of  fuch  de- 
■^  tellable  pradices,  it  is  enadled  : 

L  '  That  the  author  of  any  book  which  fliould 
'  be  hereafter  publifhed,  wherein  the  being  of  God, 
'  the  divinity  of  our  Saviour  Jefus  Chrift,  the  Son 
'  of  God,  or  of  the  Holy  Ghoft,  or  the  dodlrine  oi 

*  the  mod  holy  Trinity,  as  fet  forth  in  the  thirty 
^  nine  articles  of  the  Church  of  England^  or  the 
'  truth  of  the  Chriftian  Religion,  or  the  divine  in- 
l  fpiration  of  the  holy  fcriptures,  ihould  de  denied; 

*and 
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and  every  perfon  who  fhould,  by  advifed  fpeaking, 
deny  the  fame,  fhould,  for  every  fuch  offence,  be- 
ing thereof  lawfully  convided,  by  the  oaths  of 
witnefTes,  over  and  above  the  penalties  in- 
flidled  by  thcftatute  of  the  9th  of  King  William  III. 
intitled,  An  AlI  for  the  7nore  effectual  fupprefftng 
hlafphemy  and  prof anenefs^  fuffer  imprifonment  for 

months,  unlefs,  he  fhould,  within 
months  after  fuch  conviction,  publicly  renounce 
his  error,  and  make  a  profefTion  of  his  faith  in  the 
following  words.  /A.  B.  dofolemnly  andfincere- 
ly  profefs  and  declare^  that  I  do  helieve  that  there  is 
hut  one  living  and  true  God  everlafting^  the  Maker 
and  Preferver  of  all  things  both  vijihle  and  invifible  ; 
and  that  tn  the  Unity  of  the  Godhead  there  be  three 
Perfons  of  one  Subflance^  Power  ^  and  Eternity^  the 
Father^  the  Son^  and  the  Holy-Ghofi ;  and  1  do  ac- 
knowledge the  Scriptures  of  the  Old  and  New  Tefla- 
ment  to  have  been  written  by  divine  Infpiration.KnA 
that  every  printer  or  publifher  of  fuch  books 
fhould  for  every  fuch  offence,  being  thereof  law- 
fully convidled,  over  and  above  the  penalties  in 
the  faid  ftatute  of  King  William^  fuffer  imprifon- 
ment for  months,  unlefs  he  make  proof  who 
was  the  author  of  fuch  book. 


II.  *  That  if  any  preacher  in  any  feparate  con- 
gregation fhould,  by  writing,  or  advifed  fpeak- 
ing,  deny  any  of  the  fundamental  articles  of  the 
Chriftian  religion,  and  fliould  be  thereof  lawfully 
convidled  by  the  oaths  of  credible  witnefTes, 

he  fhould  from  thenceforth  be  deprived  of  the  be- 
nefit of  the  exemption  allowed  by  an  ad  pafTed  in 
the  firft  Year  of  King  fVilliam,  for  exempting  the 
diffenters  from  the  church  of  England  from  the  pe- 
nalties of  certain  laws,  until  he  Ihould  make  the 
aforefaid  profefllon  of  his  fliith. 


III.  '  That 
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III.*  That   the  Archbifhops  oi  Canterhury  z.ni 

*  York  in  their  refpedive  provinces,  and  every  Bi- 

*  fhop  in  his  refpedive  diocefs,   upon  information 

*  upon  oath^  be  authorized  and  required  tofummon 

*  any  perfon  in  holy  orders  to  appear  before   him, 

*  and   publickly  to  fubfcribe  the  declaration  of  his 

*  faith  in  the  words  before- mentioned  :    And  that  if 

*  any  perfon  fhould  wilfully  negledl  or  refufe  fo  to 

*  do,  fuch  Archbifhop  or  Bifhop  fhould  certify  fuch 

*  default  or  refufal  into  the  courts  of  Chancery^    or 

*  King'S'Bench  ;    and  fuch  perfon,    upon  fuch  cer- 

*  tificate  tiled  in  either  of  the   faid  courts,  fhould 

*  from  thenceforth  be  incapable  to  hold  or  take  any 

*  ecclefiaflical  benefice,  until  he  fhould  make  the  a- 

*  forefaid  profefTion  of  his  faith. 

IV.  *  And  the  Juflices  of  the  Peace,  at  their  Ge» 
neral  Quarter-Seffions,  are  authorized  and  required, 

*  upon  information    upon    oath,    to  fummon   any 

*  Preacher  in  any  feparate  congregation,  or  any  per- 

*  fon  difTenting  from  the  Church  of  England^  caiJed 

*  a  Quaker,  to  appear  before  them,  and  to  fubfcribe 

*  the  declartion  of  his  belief ;  and  fuch  perfons  who 
'  fhould  refufe  or  negled:  the  fame,  fhould  for  eve- 

*  ry  fuch  offence,  being  thereof  lawfully  convided, 

*  be  deprived  of  the  benefit  of  the  exemption  allow- 

*  ed  by  the  faid  A6t  of  the  firfl  of  King  William^ 
^  until  he  have  made  the  profeffion  of  his  belief  in 

*  the  Words  before-mentioned  ;  but  the  Quakers,  to 
'  profefs  their  belief  in  the  fame  words  as  they  are 

*  required  to  do  by  the  Toleration  Ad.     No  au- 
'  thor,  printer,  or  publifher  fhould  be  profecuted, 

*  unlefsthe  profccution  be  commenced  within 

'  No  perfon  to  be  profecuted  for  any  offence  againft: 

*  this  Ad  by  advifed  fpeaking,  unlefs  the  words  be 

*  taken  down  in  writtng  within  days  after  the 

*  fpeaking  thereof,  and  the  profecution  commenced 
\  within         months* 

After 
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After   the  firft  reading  of  this  bill,  the  fecond 

reading  was  put  oft'till  the  2d  of  Mzj,  when  all  the 

Lords  in  and  about  hondoyi  were  ordered  to  be  fum- 

moned  to  attend  the  fervice  of  the  Houfe. 

A  debate      Accordingly  on  the  2d  of  May   the  faid  bill  was 

«^«"'^^"""!?s  read  the  fecond  time,  and  his  Grace  the  Lord  Arch- 

fuppreffing  bifhop  of  Canterbury  moved,  that  it  be  committed  to 

Hafphem/   ^  Committee  of  the  whole  houfe.    Hereupon  the 

Lord  OnJJovj  faid,    '  That  he  was  as  much  againfb 

'  blalphemy,  and  for  promoting  religion,  as  it  is 

*  profefTed  in  the  Church  of  England^  as  any  body  ; 
«  but  that  he  could  not  be  for  any  Law  that  was  for 
«  perfecution,  of  which  nature  he  took  this  bill  to  be, 
'  and  therefore  he  moved  that  it  might  be  thrown 

*  out.'  His  Lordlliip  was  feconded  by  his  Grace 
the  Duke  of  Wharton^  who,  among  other  things, 
faid,  '  That  he  was  not  infenfible  of  the  common 
<  talk  and  opinion  of  the  town  concerning  him  ;  and 

*  therefore  he  was  glad  of  this  opportunity  to  juftify 
'  himfelf,  by  declaring.  That  he  was  far  from  be- 
'  ing  a  patron  of  blafphemers,  or  any  enemy  to  re- 
'  ligion  :  But  that,  on  the  other  hand,  he  could  not 
'  be  for  the  bill,  becaufe  he  conceived  it  to  berepug- 
'  nant  to  the  holy  Scripture  -,'  and  thereupon,  pul- 
ling an  old  family  Bible  out  of  his  pocket,  his  Grace 
quoted  and  read  feveral  paffages  of  theepiftles  of  St. 
Peter  andPW-,  concluding,  that  the  bill  might 
be  thrown  out.  His  Grace  was  back'd  by  the  Duke 
of  ^rgyky  and  the  Earls  of  Sunderland  3.nd  Ilay^  the 
Lord  Vifcount  Townjhend^  the  Earl  Cozvper^  and  the 
Earl  of  Peterho7'oi!gh.  This  lad  noble  Peer  faid,  a- 
mong  other  things,  '  That  tho'  he  was  for  a  Parlia- 
'  mentary  King,  yet  he  did  not  deiire  to  have  a 
'  Parliamentary  God,  or  a  Parliamentary  Religion  ; 
'  and  if  the  houfe  were  for  fuch  a  one,  he  would  go 
'  to Ro?ne,  and  endeavour  to  be  chofen  a  Cardinal ; 
'  for  he  had  rather  fit  in  the  Conclave  than  with  their 
*  Lordfliips  upon  thofe  terms.'  The  Lord  Bifhop 
of  Peterborough  fpoke  alfo  on  the  faiii-:^  fide,  and  fiid, 

'That 
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*  That  neither  himfelf,  nor,  he  hoped,  any  of  that 

*  bench,  would  be  executioners  of  fuch  a  law,  which 

*  feemed  to  tend  to  the  fetting  up  of  an  inquifition.* 
On  the  other  hand,  the  Earl  of  Nottingham^  the 

hord  Baihurfiy  the  Lords  Bifhops  of  Z^;^^^;/,  PFi?i' 
chejlery  Litchfield  and  Coventry^  and  fome  others, 
fpoke  for  the  bill,  as  did  likewife  the  Lord  'Trevor. 
One  of  thefc  Peers  having  faid,  '  He  verily  believ- 

*  ed,  that  the  prefent  calamity  occafioned  by  the 

*  South'fea  projedl,  was  a  judgment  of  God  on  the 

*  blafphemy  and  profanenefs  the  nation  was  guilty 

*  of,'     the  Lord    Onflow  replied,    *  That  noble 

*  Peer  muft  then  have  been  a  great  fmner  •,  for  *twas 

*  faid,  he  had  loft  confiderably  by  the  South-fea^ 
After  fome  other  fpeeches,  the  queftion  being  put,^ 

that  the  farther  confideration  of  the  faid  bill  be  put 
off  to  that  day  three  weeks,  it  was  carried  in  the  af- 
firmative, by  60  voices  againft  31, 

May  I.  The  Commons  taking  into  confideration 
thofe  parts  of  the  reports  from  the  Committee  of  Se- 
crecy, which  vtlzxt  to  James  Craggs  Efq;  dcceafed, 
late  Poft-mafter  General,  Mr.  Robert  Surman  was 
called  in  and  examined  ;  and  being  withdrawn,  a 
letter  from  the  faid  Mr.  Surman  to  Robert  Knight^ 
Efq-,  dated  the  i8th  of  January  I/ip,  was  read. 
Then  Mv,  Thomas  Home  was  called  in  and  examined  j 
and  a  bill  drawn  by  Mr.  Home  upon  the  faid  Mr. 
Craggs  for  795  /.  payable  to  Mr.  Robert  Knight^  the 
6th  Q^  February  171^,  was  read.  Mr.  Jacob  Saw- 
bridge  was  alfo  called  in  and  examined  ;  and  a  pro- 
miffory  note,  written  by  Mr.  Robert  Knight^  and 
which  had  been  figned  by  the  faid  Mr.  SawbridgCy 
but  was  cancelled,  (for  transferring  to  Mr.  Robert 
Surman^  or  bearer,  at  demand,  30,000  /.  South- fea 
ftock,  value  received)  dated  the  6th  of  February^ 
171^,  was  read.     After  which  it  was  refolvcd. 

Vol.  VIIL  E  j/,  That 
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I/?,  That  it  appears  to  the  Houfe,  that  Jarnes 
Craggs,  Efq;  late  Poft-mafter-General,  did,  in  Fe- 
hruaryy  1719.  during  the  time  that  the  propofals  of* 
the  South-fea  Company  were  depending  in  Parlia- 
ment, with  a  corrupt  intention,  apply  to,  and  folli- 
cite  Robert  Knighty  late  cafhier  of  the  faid  Company, 
for  a  large  quantity  o^  South-fea  flock,  to  be  held  by 
the  faid  Company  for  his  own  ufe  and  benefit. 

idly^  That  it  appears  to  this  Houfe,  that  on  or 
about  the  o-yth  of  Fehniary^  17 15?.  a  fum  of  30000  /. 
capital  flock  of  the  South-fea  Company,  which  had 
been  taken  in,  and  paid  for  out  of  the  cafh  of  the 
faid  Company,  was,  upon  the  follicitation  of  the  faid 
James  Craggs,  held  by  the  faid  Company  for  the  ufe 
and  benefit  of  the  faid  James  Craggs ;  which  faid 
30000  /.  flock  was  afterwards,  on  the  28th  of  March^ 
1720.  transferred  to  the  faid  James  Craggs, 

^dly.  That  it  appears  to  this  Houfe,  that  on  the 
4th  of  March,  1719.  a  farther  fum  of  loooo/.  ca- 
pital flock  of  the  South  fea  Company,  was  taken  in 
and  paid  for  out  of  the  cafh  of  the  faid  Company, 
by  the  faid  Robert  Knight,  for  the  ufe  and  benefit  of 
the  faid  James  Craggs. 

4thly,  That  it  appears  to  this  Houfe,  that  the  faid 
y^/;z^/Cr^^^5  was  a  notorious  accomplice  and  confe- 
derate with  the  faid  Robert  Knight,  and  fome  of  the 
late  diredlors o[thcSouthfea  Company,  in  carrying 
on  their  corrupt  and  fcandalous  pradices,  and  did, 
by  his  wicked  influence,  and  for  his  own  exorbitant 
gain,  promote  and  encourage  the  pernicious  execu- 
tion of  the  late  South-fea  fcheme. 

^thly.  That  all  the  eftate  real  and  perfonal,  of 
whi^h  the  Md  James  Craggs  was  feized  or  pofTeffed 
from  and  after  the  ill  day  of  December,  171 9.  (over 
and  above  what  he  flood  feized  or  pofTeffed  of  on 

the 
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the  fa  id  I  ft  day  of  December)  be  applied  for  and 
towards  the  relief  of  the  unhappy  lufferers  in  the 
South'fea  Company,  and  for  deterring  all  perfons 
from  committing  the  like  wicked  practices  for  time 
to  come. 

6thly^  That  it  be  an  inftrudlion  to  the  Committee 
of  the  whole  Houfe  to  whom  the  bills  for  the  relief 
of  the  unhappy  fufferers  to  the  South- fea  Company, 
and  for  reftraining  John  Aijlabie^  Efq;from  going 
out  of  this  kingdom  for  the  fpace  of  one  year,  i^c, 
are  committed,  that  they  do  receive  a  claufe  or  clau- 
fespurfuant  to  the  fa  id  refolutions.  After  this,  the 
farther  confideration  of  the  report  from  the  Commit- 
tee of  Secrefy,  was  put  oft  to  that  day  fev'nnight, 
and  the  call  of  the  Houfe  adjourned  to  Thurfday  the 
4th  of  May. 

May  7.,  The  Commons,  in  a  Committee  of  the 
whole  Houfe,  took  into  confideration  the  public  cre- 
dit of  this  kingdom  ;  and  after  reading  the  proceed- 
ings and  refolutions  of  the  general  Court  of  the  South- 
fea  Company  held  the  23d  of  December^  1 720.  as  al- 
fo  the  refolutions  of  the  general  Court  of  the  faid 
Company  held  the  5)th  and  i8th  days  of  Marchy 
172O.  relating  to  the  four  money-fubfcriptions,  Mr. 
6'/^/)^r  opened  the  debate,  and  took  notice,  that  one 
of  the  principal  caufes  of  the  ruin  of  public  credit, 
was  the  fraudulent  dealing  o^  i\\t  South -fea  dnt^kovs, 
with  the  proprietors  of  the  redeemables,  and  other 
public  debts,  and  with  the  money-fubfcribers.  He 
was  feconded  by  the  mafter  of  the  rolls,  and  backed 
by  Mr.  Hutchefon  and  the  chancellor  of  the  dutchy, 
who  all  concluded, that  feme  relief  ought  to  be  given 
to  the  faid  fubfcribers,  Mr.  Milner  was  of  the  fame 
opinion,  and  thereupon  moved,  that  the  feven  mil- 
lions due  from  the  Southfea  Company  to  the  Go- 
vernment be  remitted.  This  was  ftrenuoufly  oppo- 
fed  by  Mr.  Smithy  who  ftiewed  how  abfurd  it  was, 
to  pretend  to  retrieve  public  credit,  by  remitting; 

E  2  that 
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that  is,  by  taking  from  the  public  fo  great  a  fum, 
to  give  it  to  private  perfons:  He  owned,  that 
they  who  had  fuffered  by  the  fraud  and  mifma- 
nagement  of  the  late  South-fea  Dire6lors,  were 
worthy  objedls  of  compaffion  \  but  that  they  ought 
to  be  relieved  out  of  the  eftates  of  thofc  who  had 
occafioned  their  lolTes,  and  not  out  of  the  public 
money.  This  was  anfwered  by  Mr.  Horatio  WaU 
foky  who  was  for  Mr.  Milner*s  motion  •,  as  were 
alfo  the  Lord  Tyrconnel,  Mr.  Puheney,  Mr.  Robert 
fFalpoky  Colonel  Bladen^  and  fome  others  ^  and 
tho'  they  were  oppofed  by  Mr.  Shippen^  Serjeant 
Tengelly^  and  a  few  more,  yet  the  queilion  being 
put,  about  a  quarter  pafl  eight  in  the  evening  up- 
on Mr.  Milne r^s  motion,  it  was  carried  in  the 
affirmative  by  10.1  voices  againft  194. 

The  mod  remarkable  pafTage  in  this  day's  de- 
bate, was  Mr.  Shippen^s  naming  a  great  lady,  who 
had  a  confiderable  quantity  of  South-fea  flock  gi- 
ven her  j  and  afterwards  telling  a  ftory  of  Alice 
Pearce^  a  celebrated  miflrefs  of  King  Edward  III, 
who  made  a  breach  between  the  King  and  the 
black  Prince,  was  twice  removed  from  court,  by 
the  interpofitfon  and  folicitation  of  the  then  fpeak- 
er  of  the  houfe  of  Commons.  This  ftory  being 
looked  upon  as  implying  an  odious  parallel.  Colo- 
nel Bladen  animadverted  upon  it  with  fome  warmth. 

May  3.  After  the  reading  of  the  petitions  of 
the  city  of  Lincoln^  borough  of  Chipping  Wycombe ^ 
and  borough  of  Abingdon^  for  juftice,  Mr.  Farrer 
reported  to  the  houfe  the  refolution  of  the  day  be- 
fore, in  a  grand  Committee  about  public  credit, 
which  occafioned  a  frefh  debate  from  two  till  half 
an  hour  paft  fix  in  the  evening,  when  the  court 
party  finding  that  their  oppofers  had  the  majority, 
confented,  without  dividing,  that  fome  amend- 
ments be  made  to  the  faid  refolution,  which  was 
agreed  to  as  follows,  viz. 

That 
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That  for  the  re-eftablilhing  of  public  credit,  re-  ^icfoiatiom 
lief   be  given  to  the  South-fea  company,  with  re-  lom  w^ 
gard  to  the  payment  of  the  4,1 56,306 /.  4  j.  il  d.  «rning 
and  the  four  and  half  year's    purchafe,  and  one  «edit. 
year's  purchafe  upon  feveral  annuities,  and  other 
national  debts,  the  faid  company  giving  fuch  con- 
fideration  to  the  public,  and  fuch  farther  relief  to 
the  feveral   proprietors  and  perfons  concerned  in 
intereft  with  the  faid  company,  as  this  houfe  fhall         -  , 
think  proper. 

May,  6.  Mr.  Comptroller,  by  the  King's  com- 
mand,  laid  before  the  houfe  copies   of   feveral  let- 
ters and  papers    relating   to  Mr.   Knight^    which 
were  read  \   particularly  a  letter  from  Mr.  Leathes^ 
the  Britijh   refident  at  Brujfelsy    containing  an   ac- 
count of  the  excufes  and  pretences  made  ufe  of  to 
elude  his  inftances  for  the  delivering   up   of  the 
faid  Knight.     Thofe  excufes  were  thought  fo  fri- 
volous, that  a  motion  was  made  for  prohibiting  the 
importation  of  all  commodities  of  the  growth  and 
manufadlure  of  the  Auftrian  JSIetherlands,    particu- 
larly lace  and  lawn,  till  fuch  time  as  Mr.  Knight 
had  been  delivered  up  and  fent  over :  But  it  was 
thought   more  proper,   that   a  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  confider  of  the  flate  of  the  trade  be- 
tween this  kingdom  and  the  Auftrian.  Netherlands ^ 
and  to   report  the  fame,    as  it  fliould    appear  to 
them,    to  the  houfe ;   which   Committee   was  ap- 
pointed accordingly.     The  fame  day  a  motion  was 
made,  that  it  might  be  an  inftrudlion  to  the  grand 
Committee   on  the  hill  for  the  relief  of  the  unhappy 
fufferers^   Sec,   that  they  fhould   receive  a  clauie, 
that  the  paternal  eftateof  Mr.  Aiftahie  might  not 
be  liable  to    the  fame  forfeitures   with  the  other 
part  of  his  eftate  ;  but  tho'  this  motion  was  ilrong- 
ly  fupported  by  three  members,   yet  it  was  rejected 
with  general  indignation. 

E  3;  May 
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May  8.  Sir  Jofeph  Jekyll,  mafter  of  the  rolls, 
acquainted  the  houfe,  that  he  was  directed  by  the 
Committee  of  Secrecy  to  acquaint  the  houfe, 
of  an  application  made  to  a  member  of  the  faid 
Committee,  relatiag  to  a  matter  depending  before 
this  houfe,  and  thereupon  named  the  honourable 
General  Rojje^  as  the  gentleman  to  whom  fuch  ap- 
plication was  made  ;  whereupon  General  P^offe^  ac- 
quainted the  houfe  that  that  morning,  while  he 
was  at  the  faid  Committee,  he  received  a  note,  that 
a  gentleman  was  at  the  door  to  fpeak  with  him, 
and  he  went  out,  and  found  there  ^ho7nas  Ver- 
non^ Efq;  (a  member  of  this  houfe)  who  defired 
him  to  go  into  a  little  room  near,  whither  he 
went  ;  and  Mr.  Vernon  acquainted  him,  that  he 
had  fomething  to  fay  to  him,  v/hich  he  defired 
might  go  no  farther  ;  whereupon  General  Roffe 
told  him,  he  hoped  he  had  nothing  to  fay  to  him 
v^hich  might  be  improper  for  him  to  hear*,  after 
which,  Mr.  Vernon  told  him,  there  was  a  difpo- 
fition  in  the  houfe  to  be  favourable  to  Mr.  Aifla^ 
hie^  in  the  bill  upon  which  the  houfe  v/as  to  be 
in  a  Committee  that  day,  and  that  it  was  in  his 
power  to  do  him  fervice,  and  for  the  fame,  Mr, 
Aiflabie  would  make  him  any  acknowledgment, 
and  in  any  manner  he  fhould  think  iit ;  upoa 
which  Mr.  Roj]e  (from  what  he  firft  faid)  conclud- 
ing it  was  upon  fome  corrupt  matter,  left  him  in 
a  paffion,  and  thought  it  his  duty  to  acquaint  the 
Committee  of  fecrecy  therewith,  and  the  faid  Com-? 
mittee  thought  it  was  proper  to  have  the  matter 
laid  before  the  houfe.  To  this  matter  Mr.  Ver^ 
mn  was  heard  in  his  place,  and  owned  the  faid 
words  and  circumflances ;  withal  declaring,  that 
he  did  not  mention  or  intend  any  thing  of  money, 
or  any  other  corrupt  matter,  and  begged  the  par- 
don of  the  gentleman  and  of  the  houfe,  if  he  had 
committed  any  offence,  he  faying  the  words  with-? 
out  any  corrupt  intention,  and  only  on  account  of 

friendlhipa 
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friendfliip,  (beir^g  nearly  related  to  Mr,  Alfiahie^) 
And  then  Mr.  Vernon  withdrew.  Hereupon  it 
was  refolved,  that  it  appears  to  this  houfe,  that 
Thomas  Vernon  Efq;  (a  member  of  this  houfe) 
hath  made  a  corrupt  application  to  General  Rojje^ 
(a  member  of  this  houfe,  and  one  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  fecrecy)  in  relation  to  a  matter  depend- 
ing before  this  houfe.  idly^  That  the  faid  Tho- 
7nas  Vernon^  Efq;  be  (for  his  faid  offence  expell- 
ed this  houfe.  It  was  alfo  ordered,  that  the  thanks 
of  this  houfe  be  given  to  General  Rojje^  for  the 
jullice  he  had  done  to  this  houfe  and  to  his  coun- 
try, in  laying  the  application  made  to  him  by 
'Thomas  Vernon^  Efq-,  before  this  houfe.  And  Mr. 
Speaker  gave  him  the  thanks  of  the  houfe  accord- 
ingly. After  this,  the  Commons,  in  a  grand 
Committee,  made  fome  progrefs  in  the  hill  for 
relief  of  the  unhappy  fufferers  in  the  South-fea 
company^  &c.  and  added  Mr.  AiflaVie'%  name  and 
eftate. 

May  \^»  The  Commons  in  a  grand  Commit- 
tee, confidered  farther  of  the  flate  of  the  public 
credit,  and  Mr.  Tonge  opened  the  debate,  and 
moved,  that  two  of  the  feven  millions  due  from 
the  South-fea  company  to  the  government,  might 
be  applied  towards  reducing  the  public  debt,  and 
finking  fome  of  the  moft  heavy  duties ;  and  that 
the  other  five  millions  be  remitted  towards  the 
relief  of  the  fufferers  by  the  South-fea  fcheme. 
Mr.  Pulteney  fpoke  on  the  fame  fide,  as  did  al- 
fo the  matter  of  the  rolls,  and  fome  others,  ^  But 
Mr.  Robert  Walpole  warmly  infilled  for  remitting 
the  whole  feven  millions,  and  was  feconded  by 
the  Lord  Barrington^  Mr.  Grey  Nevil^  and  Mr. 
*Tufnel.  On  the  other  hand,  Mr.  S7nith  was  of 
opinion,  that  no  part  of  the  ^Qvtn  millions  ought 
to  be  remitted,  but  the  whole  applied  towards 
the  finking  the  public  debts.  And  the  debate 
E  4  having 
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having  held  out  till  near  feven  o'  clock  in  the 
evening,  the  queftion  was  put,  whether  the  whole 
feven  millions  fhould  be  remitted,  and  carried  in 
the  negative  by  a  majority  of  6S  voices,  viz,  206 
againft  138.  After  this  it  was  agreed,  that  five 
millions  only  fhould  be  remitted. 

May  13.  After  the  reading  of  a  petition  of  the 
borough  of  Sudbury  in  Suffolk^  for  the  juftice,  the 
Commons  in  a  grand  Committee,  made  fomc  pro- 
^  grefs  in  the  hill  for  the  relief  of  the  unhappy  fuf" 
-  ferers^  &c.  The  fame  day,  a  hill  t^.  fuhjeEi  the 
ftates  real  and  perfonal  of  Sir  George  Cafwall,  Kt. 
Jacob  Sawbridge  and  Elias  Turner,  jE/^rj.  to  make 
good  to  the  South- fea  company  the  fum  of  250,000  /. 
was  prefented  to  the  houfe  and  received  ;  and  this 
bin  was  read  the  firft  time  on  the  1 5/^.  Then 
the  houfe  was,  according  to  order,  called  over,  and 
the  names  of  fuch  members  as  made  default  to  ap- 
pear were  noted  down.  And  it  was  alfo  ordered, 
that  the  houfe  be  called  over  again  upon  ^that  day 
feven-night. 

May  17.  A  hill  to  fuh]e5l  the  eftates^  real  and 
perfonal y  of  Sir  George  Cafwall, i^/.  Jacob  Sawbridge, 
and  Elias  Turner,  Efqrs-^  to  make  good  to  the  South- 
fea  company  the  fum  of  250,000  7.  was  read  a  fe- 
cond  time,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
whole  houfe.  After  which,  in  a  grand  Commit- 
tee, a  farther  progrefs  was  made  in  matter  of  the 
public  credit  of  this  kingdom. 

May  18.  It  was  order'd,  that  the  grand  Commit- 
tee on  the  hill  for  the  relief  of  the  unhappy  fufferers^ 
&c.  have  power  to  receive  a  claufe  for  difabling 
the  late  Sub-Governor,  Deputy-Governor,  Direc- 
tors, Calhier,  Deputy-Calhicr,  and  Accountant  of 
the  South'fea  company,  and  alfo  John  Aijlahe^ 
Efqj  to  hold  or  enjoy  any  qffice,  or  place  of  truft 

or 
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or  profit  under  his  Majefty,  or  to  fit  or  vote  in  either 
houfe  of  Parliament :  After  which  a  farther  progrefs 
was  made,  in  a  grand  committee,  in  the  faid  bill.  . 

May  12.  Mr.  Clayton  acquainted  the  houfe,  that 
the  committee  were  preparing  a  draught  of  a  report, 
relating  to  feveral  members  of  both  houfes^  men- 
tioned in  the  account  of  flock  fold,  laid  before  this 
houfe,  and  relating  to  all  other  members  of  this 
houfe  mentioned  in  any  examination  taken  by  the 
faid  committee,  and  defired  the  houfe  to  appoint  a 
day  for  receiving  fuch  report :  Whereupon  it  was  or- 
dered, that  the  faid  report  be  received  upon  that  day- 
fortnight  :  To  which  day  the  call  of  the  houfe  was 
adjourned,  and  ordered,  that  Mr.  Speaker  do  write 
his  circular  letters,  requiring  the  attendance  of  the 
members  of  this  houfe  upon  that  day,  being  the  jth 
of  June  next.  Then  the  houfe  took  into  farther 
confideration  the  report  from  the  committee  of  fe- 
crecy  of  the  aift  of  ^/?ri/ laft,  particularly  in  relation 
to  Edward  Owen^  Samuel  Stroud,  and  Jofeph  Shaw  ; 
and  then,  in  a  committee  of  the  whole  houfe,  made 
a  farther  progrefs  on  the  confideration  of  the  (late  of 
the  public  credit  of  this  kingdom. 

The  next  Day  five  petitions,  of  the  county  of 
Derby ^  borough  oi  Eajl- Retford  \n  Nottingha77iJJjirey 
of  the  borough  q{  Evejham  in  Worcefierjhire,  borough 
of  Newark  upon  ^renty  and  borough  of  Newhury  in 
Berk/hire^  forjuftice,  were  read,  as  was  alfo  a  pe- 
tition of  the  annuitants,  and  proprietors  of  the  re- 
deemable debts,  fetting  forth.  That  they  had  lent  a 
great  part  of  their  eftates  on  the  credit  of  feveral 
adls  of  Parliament  for  the  public  fervice  ;  and  that 
they  thought  they  had  fufficient  fecurity  ;  but  found 
themfelves  betrayed  and  given  up  by  the  managers 
appointed  by  their  truflees,  contrary  to  the  true  in- 
tent and  meaning  of  the  Law,  and  contrary  to  the 
faith  of  publick  credit  j  and  begging  the  juflice  of 

the 
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the  houfe,  for  relief  againft  the  fraud  of  the  late 
South  fe a  diredtors,  as  well  as  the  great  and  notorious 
breach  of  truft  in  the  managers.  And  that,  in  order 
to  reilore  the  public  credit,  the  petitioners  might 
have  a  juft  and  reafonable  fatisfadion  •,  and  that  their 
cafe  be  duly  confidered  and  diftinguifhed  from  that 
of  the  money-fubfcribers,  who  had  been  excufed  nine 
parts  in  ten  in  the  third  fubfcription,  and  four  parts 
in  five  in  the  fourth  ;  and  humbly  hoping,  that  fuch 
relief  might  be  granted  them,  as  might  be  equal  and 
proportionable  to  their  different  claims  and  titles » 
which  petitions  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 
After  this  it  was  ordered, 

17?,  That  a  MefTage  be  fent  to  the  Lords,  to  put 
them  in  mind  of  the  bill  for  the  better  eftablilliing 
of  publick  credit,  by  preventing  for  the  future  the 
infamous  pradice  of  if  ock -jobbing. 

idlyy  That  Mr.  Hungerford  do  go  with  the  faid 
Meflageto  the  Lords. 

3i/)',That  the  Lord  Mayor  of  the  city  of  London^ 
do  lay  before  this  houfe  the  names  of  fuch  perfons 
as  are  admitted  to  ad  as  brokers  within  the  city  of 
London^  and  the  liberties  thereof,  together  with  a 
copy  of  the  fecurity  given  by  the  brokers  at  the  time 
of  their  admifTion,  and  alfo  a  copy  of  the  oath  taken 
by  them. 

Then,  in  a  grand  committee,  a  farther  progrefs 
was  made  in  the  hill  for  the  relief  of  the  wnhappy  fuf- 
ferers  in  the  South-fea  company  \  and  the  chief  mat- 
ter in  debate  was,  what  allowance  fhould  be  given 
to  the  late  diredors  out  of  their  eftates  ?  Mr.  Lownds 
propofed  an  eighth  part  *,  to  which  it  was  objected, 
that  it  would  be  too  much  for  fome  who  had  the 
mod  bulky  eftates,and  confequently  had  been  deepefl 
in  the  guilt  5  and  too  little  for  others  that  had  but 
^  fmall 
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fmall  eftates,  and  were  only  paflTively  criminal,  by 
not  entering  their  difTent  to  the  fraudulent  manage- 
ment of  the  reft.  Then  it  was  propofed,  whether 
to  allow  them  according  to  the  bulk  of  their  eftates, 
or  in  proportion  to  their  fhare  in  the  guilt?  But  after 
fome  fpeeches  on  both  fides,  it  was  thought  proper 
to  put  off  that  matter  to  the  25th. 

On  the  24th  of  May^  the  Commons  went  into  a 
grand  committee  upon  the  ftate  of  the  public  credit, 
and  took  into  confideration  that  part  of  the  report 
of  the  committee  of  fecrecy,  relating  to  the  money 
borrowed  of  the  South-fea  company  on  ftock  and 
fubfcriptions.  The  main  queftion  was,  whether  the 
borrowers  fhould  be  obliged  to  repay  the  money, 
or  only  lofe  the  ftock  and  fubfcriptions,  on  which 
they  had  borrowed  to  the  company  ?  Which  occa- 
fioned  a  warm  debate,  that  lafted  till  about  eight  o' 
clock  in  the  evening,  when  a  Scotch  member  having 
moved  for  the  queftion,  and  the  fame  being  put  as 
follows : 

That  the  ftock  and  fubfcriptions  that  were  pawn'd 
for  money  borrowed,  be  fecured  to  the  South-fea 
company,  and  the  debt  difcharged. 

It  was  carried  in  the  negative,  by  a  majority  of 
$11  voices  againft  46. 

May  25.  The  Commons,  in  a  grand  committee 
en  the  fufferers  bill,  refumed  the  confideration  of  the 
petitions  of  the  late  diredlors  of  the  South-fea  com- 
pany ;  and  after  debating  the  merits  of  each,  made 
allowances  to  them  according  to  the  lift,  in  page  63. 

June  9.  Mr.  Farrer  reported  from  the  committee 
of  the  whole  houfe,  to  whom  it  was  referred  to  con- 
fider  of  the  ftate  of  the  public  credit  of  this  king- 
dom, the  refolutions  they  haddireded  him  to  report 
to  the  houfe,  which  he  read  in  his  place,  and  after- 
wards 
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wards  delivered  in  at  the  table,  where  the  faid  refolu- 
tions  were  read,  and  are  as  follow,  viz, 

S-'S^c^  I.  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  committee,  tbat, 
?!3oB5for*rT  for  the  re-eftablifhingofpublictredk,  and  quieting 
^^i?  ^^^  minds  of  his  Majefty's  fubjeds,  the  feveral  pro- 
frtdit,  pcrties  and  interefts  now  depending  and  concerned 
with  the  South- fea  company,  be  afcertained  and  fettled. 

a.  That  in  order  to  put  an  end  to  all  difputcs  be- 
tween the  South-fea  company,  and  the  proprietors  of 
the  redeemable  funds  fubfcribed  into  the  faid  com- 
pany, and  for  the  farther  relief  of  the  faid  proprie- 
tors, and  the  proprietors  of  the  fecond,  third,  and 
fourth  money-fubfcriptions,  who  have  now  ftock,  al- 
lowed them  at  the  rate  o^^oo  per  Cent,  with  the  Jafl: 
JV^'^^;«mifr  dividend  of  lo  per  Cent,  in  ftock,  an 
addition  after  the  rate  of  33  /.  6  s,  8  d,  ftock  upon 
every  loo  /.  ftock  already  allowed^  be  given  by  the 
South-fea  company  to  the  proprietors  of  the  faid 
redeemable  funds,  and  to  the  proprietors  of  the  fe- 
cond, third,  and  fourth  money-fubfcriptions. 

3.  That  the  fum  of  4,156,341  /.  with  the  four 
years  and  half,  and  one  year's  purchafe,  payable  to 
the  public  by  tht  South-fea  company,  be  remitted, fo 
as  from  the  24th  oijiine^  1722,  two  millions  of  the 
capital  ftock  of  the  faid  company  be  reduced  and 
annihilated,  and  a  proportionable  part  of  their  an- 
nuity or  yearly  fund,  in  refpedlof  the  faid  two  mil- 
lions, from  that  time,  ceafe. 

4.  That  the  fecond  fubfcriptioa  of  the  irredeem- 
ablcs,  as  well  the  long  annuities,  as  the  annuities  of 
9  per  Cent,  prize  lottery  tickets,  and  blank  lottery 
tickets,  be  made  equal  to  the  firft  fubfcription  of  the 
]ike  annuities,  and  tickets,  by  an  addition  of  ftock  at 
1 50  /.  per  Cent, 

5.  That 
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5.  That  all  the  capital  South- fea  flock  belonging 
to  the  company  in  their  own  right,  which,  after  the 
propofed  diftribution  made,  fhall  remain  undifpofed 
of,  be  divided  among  all  the  proprietors  of  the  faid 
company, in  proportion  to  their  feveral  and  refpedlive 
interefts  therein  ;  and  that  credit  be  given  them  for 
the  fame  in  the  books  of  the  laid  company. 

6.  That  all  demands  for  money  borrowed  of  the 
Soutb-fea  compa.nYy  for  which  there  is  adualiy  pledg- 
ed flock  after  the  rate  of  400  /.  or  under,  for  each 
loo  /.  flock,  with  the  laft  Midfummer  dividend,  or 
on  fubfcription  receipts  after  the  rate  of  300  /,  or 
under,  for  each  fubfcription  receipt  for  100  /.  be  dil^ 
charged,  and  the  property  of  the  faid  flock  and  fub- 
fcription receipts  be  abfolutely  vefled  in  the  faid  com- 
pany ;and  that  the  faid  company  do  accept  the  flock 
of  the  faid  company,  after  the  rate  of  300  /.  per  Cent. 
in  repayment  of  any  fumor  fums  of  money  borrowed 
of  the  faidcompany,on  flock  or  fubfcription  receipts, 
at  any  price  exceeding  the  rates  aforefaid,  the  fame 
being  tendered  within  a  time  to  be  limited. 

The  firflandfecondof  theferefolutions  were  readi- 
ly agreed  to  :  The  third  occafioned  a  long  debate  ; 
many  members,  particularly  Mr.  Hungerford^  and 
mofl  of  the  courtiers,  infilling  to  have  the  whole  fe- 
vcn  millions  remitted  ;  but  they  were  oppofed  by 
Mr.  Slower y  and  feveral  others,  and  upon  a  divifion 
it  was  carried  by  166  voices  againfl  155,  to  agree 
with  the  committee  in  the  faid  refolution.  The 
fourth  and  fifth  were  alfo  approved  without  oppofi- 
tion  •,  but  the  fixth  occafioned  another  warm  debate  ; 
and  among  the  refl,  Mr.  Bocminique  faid,  with  jufl 
indignation,  He  wondered  any  body  that  had  borrowed 
money  and  refufed  to  pay  it^  could  look  any  man  in  tbs 
face.  Another  member  propofed,  that  the  borrowers 
fhould  pay  10  per  Cent,  on  all  the  money  borrowed ^ 
over  and  above  the  flock  pawned  %  but  it  was  at  lall 

refolved 
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refolved,  that  the  faid  fixth  refolution  be  recommit- 
ted. 

''  June  10.  After  the  difpatch  of  fome  affairs  of 
lefs  importance,  the  Commons,  in  a  committee  of 
the  whole  houfe,  confidered  farther  of  the  South- fea 
fufferers  bill,  particularly  with  relation  to  the  allow- 
ances to  be  given  to  Mr.  Grigshy  and  Mr.  Aifiahie. 
Mr.  Arthur  Moor  moved  to  allow  the  firft  loooo  /. 
but  another  member  faid,  '  That  fince  that  upflart 

*  was  once  fo  prodigally  vain,  as  to  bid  his  coachman^ 
,  *  feed  his  horfes  with  gold,   no  doubt  but  he  could 

*  feed  on  it  himfelf;   and  therefore  he  moved,  that 

*  he  might  be  allowed  as  much  gold  as  he  could  eat, 

*  and  that  the  reft  of  his  eltate  might  go  towards 

*  the  relief  of  the  fufferers.'  After  fome  other 
fpeeches, a  motion  was  made  for  allowing  him  2000/. 
which  was  carried  without  a  divifion. 

Mr.  Aiflabie\  cafe  came  next  under  confideration  ; 
Mr.  Robert  Walpole^  who  fpoke  firft,  moved,  thatfo 
much  of  his  eftate  might  be  allowed  him,  as  he  was 
pofTeiled  of  towards  the  end  of  the  year  1719,  before 
the  South^fea  bill  was  brought  in,  and  this  motion 
was  back'd  by  Mr.  Earl^  Sir  Charles  Hotham^  Mr. 
LowndeSy  Mr,  Lechmerey  Mr,  Ward^  Mr.  Palmer^ 
and  fome  others.  On  the  other  hand,  Mr.  Freeman^ 
mov'd,  that  all  he  had  got  fince  the  year  1 714,  might 
be  confifcated  and  applied  to  the  ufe  of  the  public  ; 
and  he  was  fupported  by  S'wjofephjekyllywho  urg'd. 
That  it  was  in  the  power  of  the  Lords  of  the  Trea- 
fury  to  have  prevented  the  mifchief  that  had  been 
done  by  the  directors.  Mr.  Broderick,  Mr.  Sloper^ 
Sir  William  Wyndham^  and  fome  others, fpoke  on  the 
fame  ^\^t  with  fo  much  weight,  that  the  queflion 
being  put,  that  all  the  eflate  which  Mr.  Aiflabie  was 
poffeffed  of  in  the  year  1719,  be  left  for  him  and 
his  family  ;  the  fame,  upon  a  divifion,  was  carried 
in  the  negative  by  a  majority  of  18  voices.  Then 
another  motion  was  made,  and  the  queftion  put,  for 

allowing 
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allowing  him  and  his  family  all  the  eflate  he  was 
pofTefTed  of  on  the  2oih  of  Oof ober  1718,  which  was 
carryed  in  the  affirmative  by  a  majority  of  113 
voices  againft  9  5.  Here  follows  a  compleat  and  ex- 
aft  balance  of  the  eflates  of  the  Jate  fub-governorj 
deputy-governor,  &€.  of  the  South-fea  company,  as 
delivered  upon  oath  to  the  Barons  of  the  Exchequer ; 
together  with  the  allowances  out  of  each,  thought 
proper  by  the  grand  Committee  of  the  honourable 
houfe  of  Commons,  to  be  made  to  each  perfon  ref- 
pedively. 


Pcrfons. 

Sir  Johi  Fellows^   5 
Sub-Governor  —  S 
Charles  Joy^  Efq  ;  "> 
Deputy-  Governor^* 

Mr.  Aftell     

Sir  John  Blunt  

Sir  hatnbert  Blackwell 
Sir  Robert  Chaplin  — 
Sir  William  Chapman 

Mr.  Chefter • 

Mr.  Child      — 

Mr.  Delaport     

Mr.  Eyles 

Mr.  Edmondfon  — — 

Mr.  Gibbon    

Mr.  Gore 

Mr.  Hawes 

Sir  Willia^n  Hainmond 
Mr.  Horfey     — — 

Mr.  Holditch 

Sir  Theodore  Janjfen 
Sir  Jacob  Jacobfon 
Mr.  Ingram  ^- — — 
Sir  John  Lambert  — « 
Sir  Har court  Majler 


Eibtcs. 
/.    i.  d,  q 

243096  00  06 


40105 

27750 
183349 

45875 

39I6I 

140372 

5^37 
17151 

3432P 

106543 
38936 
40031 
21  joy 
19962 

395^7 

243244 

1 1481 

16795 
72508 
11814 


Allowances. 
/.   J.  d. 

I 0000  Co  o 


02 

00 

19 

o8| 

10 

o8| 

17 

II 

14  05 

06  08^ 

15 

06 

19 

01 

04 

06 

16 

07 

00 

00 

05 

06 

15 

°S 

00  0'1\ 

04  02 

05  03 
10  04 

03  II 

04  00 

00  00 

01  05 


5000 

5000 
1000 
1 0000 
1 0000 
1 0000 
1 0000 
1 0000 
1 0000 
20000 
3000 
1 0000 
20000 

1 0000 

iOOOO 

5000 
50000 

1 1000 
12000 

5000 
5000 

Mr. 


00  o 

00  o 
00  o 
00  o 
00  o 

00  o 

00  o 
00  o 
00  o 
00  o 
00 

00 

00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 

00 

00 
00 

00 
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Perfons. 


Mr.  Morley 
Mr,  Page 


Mr.  Raymond 

Mr.  Read 

Mr.  Reynolds 


Mr.  Sawhridge 

Mr.  Tillard 

Mr.  Turner    — — — . 
Mr.  Surman^    De 


MENTARY 

Eftates. 
/.       J.    d, 
1869  10  03 
34817  12  03J 
64373  06  03 
117297  16  00 
18368  13  025 

77254  CI    08 

19175  14  04 

881   ly  06 


puty-Cafhier 


_^^  121321   10  00 
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Allowances. 
/.      s.  d. 

1800  00  o 
1 0000  00 
30000  00 
I 0000  00 
14000  00 

5000  00 

15000  00 

800  00 


5000  GO  O 


June  12.  The  Commons,  in  a  grand  Committee, 
confider'd  farther  of  the  ftate  of  the  public  credit, 
and  came  to  feveral  refolutions,  which  being  the  next 
day  reported  by  Mr.  Farrery  were  agreed  to  by  the 
Houfe,  as  follows,  viz. 

fnhe'^coR-  I.  That  fuch  perfons  as  have  borrowed  money 
ttons  con-  fxom  the  South-fea  Company  upon  South-fea  {lock,ac* 
Ik cJedf"  *  tually  transferred  and  pledged  at  the  time  of  borrow- 
ing, to  or  for  the  ufe  of  the  faid  Company,  fhall,upon 
payment  of  10  ^^r  C(?;^/.  upon  the  refpedive  fums 
to  borrowed,  at  a  time  or  times  to  be  limited,  and 
nototherwife,bedifcharged  from  all  farther  demands 
of  the  faid  Company,  in  refpedt  of  the  monies  fo 
borrowed  ;  and  that  all  the  ftock  fo  transferred  and 
pledged,  together  with  all  dividends  and  profits 
thereto  belonging  refpedively,  be  abfolutely  vetted 
in  the  faid  Company. 

2.  That  fuch  perfons  as  have  borrowed  money 
from  the  South-fea  Company  upon  fubfcription-re- 
ceipts,  a6lually  pledged  to  the  faid  Company  at  the 
time  of  borrowing,  fhall,  upon  payment  of  10  p^r 
Cent,  upon  the  refpe6live  fums  fo  borrowed, at  a  time 
or  times  to  be  limited,  and  not  otherwife,  be  dif- 
charged  of  all  farther  demands  in  refpeft  of  the  mo- 
ney 
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ney  fo  borrowed  ;  and  that  all  the  fubfcription  re- 
ceipts fo  pledged,  together  with  all  dividends  and 
profits  thereunto  belonging,  be  abfolutely  veiled  in 
the  faid  Company. 

The  fame  day  (June  13)  Mr.  Broderzck^  from  the 
Committee  of  Secrecy,  acquainted  the  Houfe,  that 
they  had  confidered  and  gone  through  all  the  mat- 
ters to  them  referred,  and  had  prepared  a  farther 
report,  which  they  were  ready  to  make,  when  the 
Houfe  would  plcafe  to  receive  the  fame  ;  whereupon 
it  was  ordered,  that  the  faid  report  be  received  upon 
Friday  morning  next. 

June  15.  A  bill  was  ordered  to  be  brought  in  For 

appointmg  commiffioners  to  examine^  Jlate,  and  deter- 
mine  the  debts  due  to  the  army  :  And  then  feveral  clau- 
ies  having  been  ordered  to  be  inferted  in  the  malt- 
bill,  the  commons  in  a  grand  Committee,  went 
through  the  fame,  and  made  feveral  amendments 
thereto. 

June  16,  Mr.  Comptroller  delivered  to  the  Com- 
mons the  following  meiTage  from  his  Majefty,  viz. 

GEORGE  R. 

HIS  Majejiy  having  taken  the  Jlrft  opportunity^  tip-  The  King's 
on  the  Death  of  the  late  King  ./Swedei>,  tore-  cTrllfnTtlT; 
Tiew  the  antient  alliances  between  this  kingdom  andSwt-  ^""^^'^^  ^** 
den,  and  having  ftipulatedby  a  treaty  to  pay  afubfidyto  '^""*'"' 
that  Crown,  hath  ordered  that  treaty  to  be  laid  before 
the  Houfe  of  Commons ,  and  hopes ^  from  their  known 
zeal  and  affemon  to  the  Proteftant  Religion,  and  the 
true  intereji  of  their  country,  that  they  will  enable  him 
io  make  good  the  engagements  he  has  entered  into  upon 
this  occafwn. 

His  Majefiy  being  informed  that  twoJJjips,  called  the 
Briftol  Merchant  and  Turkey  Merchant  {now  lying 
under  quarentine)  did  arrive  from  Cyprus,  and  other 

Vol.  Vlli.  F  "^  parts 


66  Parliamentary        A.  172  r* 

parts  of  Turkey,  infe^ed  with  the  plague ^  and  have 
cotton-wool  and  other  goods  on  boardj  which  are  dange- 
rous iofpread  the  inje^ion  ;  and  conceiving  it  necejfary^ 
for  the  prefervation  of  the  health  of  hisfuhje5fs^  that  the 
faidjijips  and  their  ladings  he  burnt  and  deftroyed^  and 
that  a  reafonable  fatisf action  be  given  to  the  owners^ 
hath^  by  advice  of  his  Privy -Council^  caufed  the  value 
thereopo  be  computed  by  his  Majeftys  officers,  and  or- 
dered thofe  computations  to  be  laid  before  the  Houfe  of 
Commons^  that  provifion  may  be  made  for  fatisfying  the 
fame. 

Moft  of  the  members,  who  expe6led  a  mefTage  of 
another  nature,  and  that  they  were  to  be  acquainted 
with  the  near  profpedl  of  a  peace  in  the  North,  were 
not  a  little  furprized  at  this  demand  of  a  fubfidy  for 
Sweden :  Hereupon,  the  confideration  of  the  faid 
mefTage  was  put  off  to  the  next  day,  and  Mr. Comp- 
troller having  (with  the  faid  mefTage)  delivered  in  fe- 
veral  papers,  with  a  fchedule  of  them,  the  faid  fche- 
dule  was  read  as  followeth  :  A  copy  of  the  treaty 
between  Great-Britain  and  Sweden,  and  tranflation; 
A  copy  of  the  feparate  articles  of  the  faid  treaty  and 
tranQation,  lyi^- 20,  January  21.  Whereupon  it 
was  ordered.  That  the  faid  papers  do  lie  upon  the 
table,  to  be  perufed  by  the  members  of  the  Houfe. 
Then  Mr.  Broderick  ^according  to  order)  made  the 
,  farther  report  from  the  Committee  of  Secrecy,  and 
read  the  fame  in  his  place,  and  afterwards  delivered 
the  report  in  at  the  table,  where  the  fame  was  read, 
and  ordered  to  be  taken  into  confideration  on  the 
TFedneJday  next  following. 

June  17.  A  bill  for  appointing  Commijfioners  to  exa- 
mine, flate^  and  determine  the  debts  due  to  the  army^ 
was  prefented  to  the  Houfe,  received,  read  the  firfl 
time,  and  ordered  to  be  read  a  fecond :  And  after 
the  confideration  of  the  report  from  the  Committee 
of  Secrecy  of  the  jth  iaftant  had  been  put  off  for  a 
fort- 
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fortnight, the  Houfe  proceeded  to  confider  the  King^s  a  debate 
meflfage  of  the  day  before,  which  was  again  read  by  llTi^llf^ 
Mr.  Speaker.  The  copy  of  the  treaty  between  Great-  "^«%«' 
Brilaifi  and  Sweden,  January  21,  171^-20.    and  of 
its  feparate  articles,  were  alfo  read  :    And  a  motion 
being  made.  That  a  fuppjy  be  granted  to  his  Maje- 
(ty,  to  make  good  the  engagements  he  had  en- 
tered into  with  the  Crown  oi Sweden-,  and  to  give  a 
reafonable  fatisfadion  to  the  owners  of  the  fliips  cal- 
led  the  Briftol  Merchant,    and  Turkey  Merchant,  in 
cafe  it  were  found    ncceffary  for  the  prefervation  of 
the  health  of  his  Majcfty's  fubjeds,  that   the  faid 
fhips  and  their  ladings  (hould  be  burnt  and  deftroy- 
ed.     This  motion  occafioned  a  Jong  debate,  and  ve- 
ry warm  fpeeches.    Mr.  Shippen,  Sir  miliam  Wynd^ 
ham.  Sir  Jo/eph  Jekyll,   the  Lord  Mole/worth,  Mr. 
Butler,  and  fome  others  who  were  againft  the  mo- 
tion, defir'd  to  know,  '  Whether  we  were  to  give 

*  72000/.  to  Sweden,  befides  the  maintaining  a  great 

*  fleet  with  6goo  feamen  in  the  Baltick,  which  they 

*  thought  a  fufficient  charge  to  the  nation,  without 

*  paying  fo  great  a  fubfidy  ?  Urging,  That  before 

*  this  lafl  treaty  with  Sweden,  there  had  been  a  rup- 
«  ture  between  the  two  nations,  and  hoftiJities,  and 

*  great  depredations  committed  by  the  Swedi/h  priva- 

*  teers  on  our  merchants  ;  fo  that  before  any  fubfidy 
^  be  given  to  that  crown,  accounts  ought  firft  to  be 

*  ftated  and  fettled,  and  it  might  appear  upon  the 

*  balance,  that  Swedtn  is  indebted  to  us.*  To  this 
it  was  anfwered,  by  Mr.  Rohert  Walpok,  and  his 
brother  the  Chancellor  of  the  Dutchy,  the  Lord 
Barrington,  and  fome  other  courtiers,  «  That  the 
«  fubfidy  allowed  to  Sweden  by  this  lad  treaty,  and 

*  the  fquadron  fent  to  their  afliftance,  was  no  more 

*  than  had  been  ftipulated  by  former  engagements ; 

*  but  that   the  faid  fubfidy  was  not  like  to  be  de- 

*  manded  any  more,  the  preliminaries  of  the  peace 

*  between  the  Czar  of  Mufcovy  and  the  Crown  of 

*  Sweden,h^\x\^  in  a  manner  fettled.  Neither  did  the 

F2  'King 
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*  King  defire  any  new  tax  for  it,  the  land  and  malt- 

*  tax  being  fufficient  to  anfwer  all  this  year's  expen- 

*  ces.'  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  added, 
«  That  he  was  extreme  glad,  he  could  at  the  fame 

*  time  acquaint  the  Houfe,  that  his  Majefty's  endea- 

*  vours  to  procure  a  general  peace,  had  been  fo  fuc- 

*  cefsful,  that  an  advantageous  treaty  with  Spain  was 

*  adlually  agreed  on  and  fign'd/  Hereupon  the 
motion  for  a  fupply  being  carried  without  a  divifion, 
the  next  queftion  was,  that  the  Houfe  go  into  a 
Committee  to  confider  of  that  motion.  The  oppo- 
fers  party  would  fain  have  put  it  off  to  a  long  day; 
but  the  courtiers  having  moved  for  the  l^th,  it  was 
carried  without  dividing. 

Accordingly  on  the  ipth  of  June^  after  the  fe- 
cond  reading  of  the  Bill  for  appointing  CotnmtJJioners  to 
fiate  and  determine  the  debts  due  to  the  army^  and  the 
adjourning  of  the  call  of  the  Houfe  to  that  day  feven- 
night,  the  Commons  went  into  a  Committee  of  the 
whole  Houfe  to  confider  of  the  motion  for  a  fiipply  ; 
and  at  the  fame  time  took  intoconfideration  both  his 
Majeity*s  mefiage,  and  the  late  treaty  with  Sweden^ 
upon  which  there  arofe  a  warm  debate.  Sir  William 
Wyndham  declared  himfelf,  as  he  had  done  before,  a- 
gainftthe fubfidy  x.oS'Voeden^z.'izXi  unneceflary  charge ; 
and  the  Lord  Molefworth  went  to  the  bottom  of,  and 
laid  open  the  whole  affair  of  the  Northern  war.  His 
jLor^Mtitf.  Lordfliip  faid,  among  other  things,  *  That  he  would 
^«cL  *  go  as  far  as  any  man  to  maintain  and  fupport  the 
'  honour  and  dignity  of  the  Crown  of  Great-Britain  ; 
'  but  that  on  the  other  hand,  he  was  not  for  fquan- 

*  dering  away  unneceffarily  the  fmall  remainder  of 

*  the  wealth  of  the  nation.  That  by  our  late  condudl 

*  we  are  become  the  allies  of  the  whole  world,  and 
^  the  bubbles  of  all  our  allies :  But  when  we  have  oc- 
<  cafion  for  our  allies,  we  are  obliged  to  pay  them 
«  welli'and  to  that  purpofe  his  Lordfhip  inilanced  in 
the  Dutch  troops  that  came  over  to  our  affiflance  in 
the  late  rebellion.    He  added,  <  That  as  to  our  al- 

*  liances 
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'  liances  with  Sweden^  it  was  a  matter  of  great  intrl- 

*  cacyand  nicety  ;  becaufe  the  treaties  which  £;;^- 

*  land  has,  in  divers  times,  made  with  Sweden  arc, 

*  partly,  contradidlory  ;'  and  thereupon  his  Lord- 
fhip  enter'd  into  a  curious  detail  of  the  treaties  of 
Rofchild  and  "TravendalU  made  in  the  reigns  of  King 
Charles  IL  and  William  III.  *  That  the  engagements 

*  lately  enter'd  into  with  the  Crown  of  Sweden  were 

*  like  wife,  in  fome  miCafure,  contrary  to  the  treaties 

*  fubfifting  yN\\}s\'Den7nark ;  particularly  as  to  the  fe- 

*  curing  to  the  Duke  of  Holftein  the  Dutchy  of  Slef- 

*  wick'^  and  diredlly  oppofite  to  the  meafures  for- 

*  merly  concerted  with  the  Czar  oiMufcovy^  in  order 
'  to  engage  him  to  check  the  fiercenefs  and  ambition 

*  of  the  late  King  of  Sweden.     That,  after  all,  it 

*  feemed  unreafonable  to  expedl  that  the  Czar  fhould 

*  reftore  his  conquefts,  whilft  other  Princes  kept  the 

*  fpoils  of  Sweden  :  And  therefore,  in  order  to  en- 

*  gage  the  Czar  to  yield  what  he  had  gained,  it  were 

*  but  juft  that  the  King  of  Prujfia  fhould  give  up 

*  Stetin^  and  the  Eleftor  of  Hanover  Bremen  and 

*  Wreden.   His  Lordfhip  own'd,  that  the  diilrefTed 

*  condition  to  which  the  Swedes  had  been  reduced, 

*  was  really  worthy  of  compaflion  :  But  that,  on  the 

*  other  hand,  it  muft  be  confider'd,  that  they  had 
?  been,  in  a  great  meaflire,  the  authors  of  their  own 
'  misfortunes,  by  their  tame  fubmilTion  to  a  defpotic 
'  tyrannical  prince,  and  by  facrificing  their  whole 

*  fubftance  to  enable  him  to  carry  on  his  unjuft,  rafli, 

*  and  ambitious  defigns  ;  and  that  any  nation  who 

*  followed  their  example  deferved  the  fame  fate.  To 

*  this  purpofe,  his  Lordfhip  took  notice  of  the  hard 

*  ufage  of  the  fubjeds  of  Mecklenhurgh  from  their 

*  Prince,  which  by  the  bye,  he  fhrewdly  infmuated 

*  to  have  heen  one  of  the  caufcs  of  the  late  rupture 

*  with  the  Czar  •,  but  that  after  all,  England  ought 
<  not  to  intermeddle  with  the  affairs  of  the  empire; 

*  that  the  getting  naval  ftores  for  our  fliipping  was 

*  the  main  advantage  we  reaped  from  our  trading  in 

F  3  *  the 
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«  the  Bdtick :   And  he  owned  that  hemp   was  a 
<  very  neceflary  commodity,    particularly  at  this 

*  junflure,  ('which  put  the  houfe  in  a  merry  hu- 

*  mour)  but  that  in  his  Lordfhip's  opinion,  if  due 
«  encouragement  were  given  to  fome  ofourplan- 
«  tations  in  America,  we  might  be  fupplied  from 
'  thence  at  a  much  cheaper  rare  than  from  Sweden 
'  or  Norway*  Mr.  Robert  TValpole^  and  his  bro^ 
ther  Horatio,  anfwered  the  Lord  Mole/worth  ;  who 
being  fupported  by  the  Mafter  of  the  rolls, the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  dutchy,  replied  to  the  latter;  and  after 
fome  other  fpeeches,  the  queftion  being  put,  that  a 
fupply  be  granted  to  his  Majefty,  to  enable  him  to 
make  good  the  engagements  he  has  entred  into  with 
the  crown  o^ Sweden?  It  was,  upon  adivifion,  car- 
ried in  the  affirmative  by  a  majority  of  197  voices 
againft  136.  Then  another  queftion  being  put, 
that  a  fupply  be  granted  to  his  Majefty  to  be  ap- 
plied to  the  fatisfaftion  of  the  maftcrs,  owners,  and 
freighters  of  the  fhips  BriJioU Merchant,  and  'T^urkey- 
Merchant, which  are  intended  to  be  burnt  and  deflroy- 
ed  for  the  prefervation^f  his  Majefty 's  fubjedts  againft 
infedlion  ?  it  was  carried  without  any  oppofition. 

June  il.  The  Commons,  in  a  grand  Com- 
mittee, confidered  of  the  fupply,  and  refolved  to 
grant  to  his  Majefty, 

Firfl,  A  fum  not  exceeding  72000  /.  to  enable 
him  to  make  good  the  engagements  he  had  entred 
into  v,^ith  the  crown  of  Sweden, 

Secondly,  A  fum  not  exceeding  a 5935 /.  to  be 
applied  to  the  fatisfadion  of  the  owners  of  the  two 
fhips,  which  were  to  be  burnt  and  deftroyed  for  the 
prefervation  of  his  Majefty's  fubjefts  againft  in- 
fedion. 

June  26,  Mr.  Clayton  reported  the  amendments 
made  in  a  grand  Committee  to  the  fufferers  bill, 

one 
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one  of  which  being  difagreed  to,  Sir  Thomas  Crofs' 
moved,  that  the  confideration  of  it  might  be  put 
off  till  the  JVednefday  next  following.  This  mo- 
tion was  feconded  by  Mr.  Rudge^  Deputy-Gover- 
ver  of  the  South-fea  company,  and  thirded  by 
Mr.  Freeman^  who  fuggefted,  '  That  it  would  be 

*  more  advantageous  to  muldt  the  late  diredlors   in 

*  a  round  fum  of  money,  to  be  levied  amongthem- 

*  felves,    than  to  confifcate  their  eftates,   and  put 

*  them  in  the  hands  of  truftees :    That  by  the  for- 

*  mer  method,  12  or  1500,000 /.   might  be  raifed 

*  by  the  lump,  which  was  more  than  could  be  got 
'  the  other  way,  and  with  lefs  trouble  and  charge.* 
But  the  houfe  not  feeming  to  relifli  the  motion, 
it  was  dropt,  and  agreed  to  confider  the  report 
immediately. 

The  houfe  hereupon  began  with  the  preamble 
of  the  bill,  in  relation  to  which,  two  points  were 
ftrenuoufly  debated  :  The  firfl  was,  that  the  words 
feven  millions  and  upwards,  fhould  be  alf^ifed  into 
thefe  words,  an  immenfc  fum  :  Which  was  mov- 
«d  by  Mr.  Robert  JValpole^  and  fupported  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  dutchy,  and  Mr.  Hungerford\ 
but  being  oppofed  by  Sir  Jofeph  Jekyll^  and  fome 
other  members,  it  was  carried  without  dividing, 
that  the  words  feven  millions  and  upwards  Hiould 
Hand. 

The  next  point  [was  in  relation  to  Mr.  Aljlahie^ 
who  in  the  preamble  of  the  bill  is  charged  with 
breach  of  the  great  truft  in  him  repofed,  and  that 
with  a  view  to  his  own  exorbitant  profit,  he  had 
combined  with  the  late  directors  of  the  South-fea, 
company,  in  their  pernicious  pradlices,  and  had 
been  guilty  of  moft  dangerous  and  infamous  cor* 
ruptions,  ^c.  with  other  allegations  that  are  made 
the  ground  of  his  punifhment,  in  the  enading 
part.  Mr.  Giles  Earle  moved,  that  thefe  hard 
epithets  might  either  be  left  out,  or  at  lead  fof- 
tened;   urging,    among  other  reafons^    that   the 

•f  4  fame 
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fame  would  leave  an  indelible  blot  upon  his  fon, 
a  worthy  Gentleman,  and  a  member  of  that  houfe, 
and  his  family,  to  whom  the  houfe  had  thought 
lit  to  allow  a  confiderable  efhte.  Mr.  Grey  Neville 
fpoke  yet  more  at  large  in  favour  of  Mr.  Aiflahie, 
urging  moil  of  the  arguments  contained  in  a  fpeech 
upon  the  confolidated  bill  •,  and  in  particular,  that 
the  allegations  or  fa(5ts  charged  upon  Mr.  Aijlahie^ 
were  not  fupported  by  fufficient  evidence. 

It  will  be  proper  in  this  place  to  infert  the  faid 
fpeech  on  the  confolidated  bill  j  in  which  are 
contained  mod  of  the  arguments  made  ufe  of  in 
behalf  of  Mr.  Aiflahie,  The  faid  fpeech  is  as 
follows  : 


^f houfe  i"  *  T^  H  E  charge  in  the  bill  before  us  againft  the 


SIR, 

Commons  a-  '      J^     honourable   perfon,    who  is  the  fubje<!:t  of 
confdida!     *  tl"^is  debate,  confifts  of  thefe  two  articles  : 
ting  bill.  Breach  of  trtifi,  and  corruption. 

*  The  breach  of  truft  is  grounded  upon  the  8ch, 

*  9th,    and   loth   refolutions  of  this  houfe,    upon 

*  which  the   bill   was   ordered    to  be  brought  in. 
'  Thefe   articles  contain  the  fcveral  accufations   of 

*  his   having  been  privy  to  the  loan  o^ihtExche- 

*  quer  bills  upon  (lock  ;  his  advifing  or  approving 

*  the  firil    money-fubfcription   at  300/.  per  cent, 

*  his  encouraging  the  third   money-fubfcription  by 

*  fending  in  a  lift. 

*  I  fhall  not  enter  into   any  difpute,    whether 
*'  thefe  fad:s  can   be  proved  or   not  ;    but   taking 

*  them  for  granted,  I  am  extremely    at  a   lofs  to 

*  find  any  breach  of  truft  in  the  Chancellor  of  the 

*  Exchequer,    for   having  had  any   Ihare  in  thofe 
'  matters. 

'  Does  the  ad  of  Parliam.ent  direfl  the  Treafury 

*  to  take  care  in  what  manner  the  company  em- 
<  ployed  the  Exchequer  bills? There    is   not 

*  one  word  in  the  adt  relating  to  it, 

*  Does 
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«  Does  the  a6l  diredt  the  Treafury  to  take  care 

*  what  fubfcription  the  company  took  in,    and  at 
^  what  rates  ?   If  the  adl  had  repofed  fuch  a  truft  ia 

*  the  Treafury,  this  honourable  perfon,    and  every 

*  other  Officer  in  it,    would  have  been   highly  to 

*  blame,  if  they  had  not  kept  a  watchful  eye  up- 

*  on  the  company  in  thefe  tranfaflions ;  But  if  the 

*  ad  leaves  thefe  matters  entirely  to  the  managc- 

*  ment  of  the  company,  whofe  concern  alone  it 

*  was  •,  where  can  the  breach  of  trull  be  in  the 

*  Treafury  ? 

*  The   directors  and  the  company  aded  under 

*  the  authority  of  an  ad  of  Parliament :  has  any 

*  body  ever  heard,    that  a  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 

*  chequer^  or  the  Lords  of  the  Treafury,  or  a  Lord 

*  High-Treafurer,  had  power  to  controul  or   dif- 
«  penfe  with,  or  give  diredions  contrary  to  an  ad 

*  of  Parliament  ? 

*  If  any  body  had  a  power  to  controul  them,  we 

*  had,   and  we  alone,    I  mean  the  whole   Parlia- 

*  ment  then  fetting  :   The  Exchequer  bills  were  if- 

*  fued  and  lent  by  the  company,    and  the  firft  and 

*  fecond  fubfcriptions  taken   in,    long  before  the 

*  houfe  rofe  :  We  faw  what  they  w^re  doing,  did 

*  we  find  fault  with  it  ?  No,  quite  contrary  •,    we 

*  approved  of  the  two  firft  fubfcriptions  by  ano- 

*  ther  ad  of  Parliament,  even  in  the  lame  fefTions  ; 

*  and  is  this  honourable  perfon  now  to  be  punifh- 

*  ed  in  a  moft  fevere  manner  for  what  the  direc- 

*  tors  did,  by  virtue  of  a  Law  of  our  making,  and 

*  confirmed  by   another    law  after   thofe  matters 

*  were  over ;  if  there  was  any  breach  of  truft  any 

*  where,  it  was  certainly  in  us,  who  alone  had  the 

*  power  of  putting  a  ftop  to  any  pernicious  prac- 

*  tices  of  the  diredors,    whilft  we  ourfelves  were 

*  fitting. 

*  But,  Sir,  we  were  not  to  blame  for  not  hav- 
^^  ing  obftruded  what  they  did  at  that  time,  nor 

«  was 
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^  was  the  trcafury  to  blame,    or  were  the  direc- 

*  tors  themfelves  to  blame,  or  guilty  of  any  breach 

*  of  truft  on   thefe  accounts  ;    the  taking  in  fub- 

*  fcriptions  and  the  raifing  their  (lock,  was  law- 

*  ful  in  it  felf,  and  abfolutely  necefiary  to  execute 
^  the  fcheme,    from  which  the  public  was  to  reap 

*  fo  great  advantage  :  But  the  breach  of  truft,    the 

*  pernicious  pradices  from  whence  all  thefe  cala- 

*  mities  have  flowed,  were  the  making  ufe  of  the 

*  many  millions  of  money  that  they  had  got,  only 

*  to  raife  their  ftock  to  an  imaginary  height,    by 

*  lending  it  out  to  gamefters  and  favourites,   and 

*  even  without  any  reafonable  fecurity  at  all.  They 

*  who  advifed  and  encouraged  thefe  pradlices,  have 

*  been  the  directors  in  their  own  wrong,    and   to 

*  the  manifeft  wrong  of  many   thoufands  of  fa- 

*  milies. 

*  But  upon  this  head  this  honourable  perfon  is 

*  not  accufed  by  any  body  whatever. 

'  The   fecond   accufation  in   this   bill   brought 

*  againft  him,  is  the  charge  of  corruption,  which 
«  is  grounded  upon  the  refolution  that  declares 
'^  Mr.  Knight    held  20,000/.  South-fea   ftock   for 

*  this   honourable  perfon,    whilft  this  bill   was  de- 

*  pending,    without  any  money  paid,   or  fecurity 

*  given  for  the  fame. 

•  As  for  this  article,    I  muft  own  I  am  under 

*  great  concern  for  the  dignity  of  this  houfe  ;  it  is 
'  certain  that  the  zeal  which  has  been  fhewn  to 
^  dojufticeupon  offenders,    and  to  relieve' unhap- 

*  py  fufferers,  is  very  commendable  ;  but  whether 
'  that  zeal  has  not  carried  us  fomething  too  far  in 
^  this  matter,  I  confcfs  I  very  much  fear  :  It  is  not 

*  to  be  expeded,    that  when  this  honourable  per- 

*  fon  made  his  defence,    what  he  faid  in  his  own 

*  juftification  could  be  perfedllyj  underftood,  efpe- 

*  cially  on  this  head,    it  being  the  refult  of  feveral 

*  accounts,  which  very  few  people  can  carry  along 
.  *  with  them  in  a  debate  :  I  muft  own  I  was  not 

*  capable 
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'  capable  of  doing  it,  and  1  could   not  help  being 

*  extremely  furprized   to  find,   when  that  matter 
'  came  to  be  ftated  in  the  votes,    that  by   thofe 

*  very    refolutions   upon    which  this   honourable 

*  perfon   was  condemned,    his   innocence  of  this? 
«  crime   is  as  clear  as  it  is  pofllble   to  make   it. 

*  This  I  believe  every  one,    though  ever  fo  preju« 

*  diced,    mud  be  fatisfied   of,  that  takes  but  the 

*  pains  of  confidering  two  or  three  of   the  refo- 

*  lutions  together. 

*  By  the  firft  refolution  we  declare,  Mr.  Knight 

*  bought    in  December    1719,    22,oco/.  South-fea 
'  ftock  for  this  honourable  perfon,  who  paid  him, 

*  as  appears  by  the  fame  account,  27,800/.  for  it. 

*  By  the  third  refolution  we  declare,  Mr.  Knight^ 
«  m  February  1719,  by  the  hand  of  Surman,    and 

*  the  broker,  fold  20,000  /.  of  the  fame  South-fea 

*  flock  at  130  /.  per  cent,  for  the  ufe  and  benefit  of 

*  Mr.  Aijlabie  ;    fo    that    then    Mr.    Knight    had 

*  260OO  /.  of  Mr.  Atjlabie's  money   in  his  hands, 

*  and    likewife  the    remaining   2000/.    Sotith-fccZ 

*  ftock,  mentioned  in  the  firft  refolution,  which  at 

*  175,    the  then  market-price,    was  worth  3500/. 

*  both  fums  together  making  29,300  /.  which  ftim 
^  was  certainly  a  fufficierit  fecurity  for  the  35000  /. 

*  paid  by  Mr.  Knight  on  the  4th  o^  March  fol- 

*  lowing,    for  the  20,000  /.  South-fea  ftock,    re- 

*  maining  in  his  hands,  till  the  honourable  perfon 
f  paid  him  the  reft  of  the  money,  about  6000  /. 

*  There  could  not  pollibly  be  any  accident  by 

*  fall  of  the  ftock,    that  could  render  this  a  bad 

*  fecurity.     But  it  is  very  well  known,  that  this 

*  was  not  all  that  the  honourable  perfon  'proved 

*  Mr.  Knight  had  in  his  hands,  at  the  time  he  paid 

*  for  this  20,000  /.  South-fea  ftock,   Mr.  Surman 

*  proved  at  the  bar  of  the  houfe,  that  Mr.  Knight 
«  had   10,000  /.  Eaft' India  ftock  belonging  to  the 

*  honourable  perfon  at  that  time,  which  Weymond- 
f  folA  proved  he  bought  for  him,   9000/.  of  which 

*  Mr. 
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*  Mr.  Sunnan    fold    on  the  9th   of  March    for 

*  18,900/.  the  whole  at   that  time,  being  worth 

*  21,000/.     But,  Sir,  I  have  for  my  information 

*  flated  all  thefe   matters    together   in  a   regular 

*  manner,    and  I  will  beg  leave  to  read  it  to  you 

*  Gentlemen,  that  if  1  am  miilaken  in  any  point, 
5  I  may  be  fet  right, 

^hefiate  of  Mr,  Aii^ahit^s  account  with  Mr.  Knight, 
upon  the  votes  of  the  houfe  of  Commons^  and  Mr. 
Surman'i  evidence  given  at  the  bar^  March  8, 
1720. 

Robert  Knight  Dr. 

1719  /.        i. 

B-ecemb,  To  cafh,    paid  him  in  Bank  ^      n 

notes       *—         J    '' 

Feb,   II.  To  20^0001,  Soutb-fea   ftock?^/^ 

fold  by  Weymondfold  at  130  J^^'°^°  ^° 
To    aooo  /.    South-fea  flock-^ 

remaining    in   his    hands S  3,500  00 
at  175         —         —         ^ 
Mar,  9.  To  9000  /.  Eajl-lndia  ftock-i 

fold  by  Surman  and  ^^j->  18,900  00 
mondfoldy^t  210       3 

To  1000/.  Eaft- India  flock  re- 7  ^  ,^^  ^^ 
•    L-    L     J      ^^      r  2,100  00 
maining  m  his  hands  at  210 3 

78,300  00 

Cr. 

1 719.  /.         s. 

Becemb.  By  22,000  /.   South-fea  fl:ock7 

bought  by  Strode  at  feve-r 2 7, 800  00 
ral  prices  .  -^ 

Mar,  4.  By   20,000  /.  South-fea  ftock^ 

bought  by   Weymondfold  at >35,3J7  10 
feveral  prices     —       3 
By  ballance  due  to  J.  A,    —    15,14^  10 

7S300  00 
'By 
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<  By  this  account  it  appears,  Sir,  as  plain  as  fi- 

*  gures  can  make  it,  that  Mr.  Knight  paid  for  this 

<  (lock  with  this  Gentleman's  money,   and  had  at 

*  that  time,  or  in  a  few  days  after,  a  balance  over 

<  and  above  in  his  hands,  due  to  the  honourable 
«  perfon,  above  15,000  /. 

'  But,  Sir,    there  is  ftill  another  evidence  upon 

<  our  votes,    which  is  ftronger,    if  pofTible,   than 

*  this,  and  which  convinced  me  more  that  this 
«  ilock  was  bought  with   this   Gentleman's   own 

<  money  ;  and  that  he  alone  was  to  run  all  the 
«  hazard  relating  to  it,  than  any  living  evidence 
«  whatever  that  could  be  given  about  it :    I  mean 

<  the  letter  by  which  the  honourable  perfon  order- 
«  ed  Mr.  Weymondfold  to   buy  this  ftock  for  him  ; 

<  which  order  is  mentioned  in  our  fourth   refolu.- 

*  tion,    and   the  letter  ititW  is  upon  your  table : 

*  This  letter  was  undoubtedly  writ  before  this  iw- 
'  quiry  could  be  thought  of ;  this  letter  was  writ 
^  by  a  great  Officer  to  a  common  broker.  At  that 
'  time,  certainly  there  could  be  nooccafion  of  any 

*  art  or  management  betwixt  thefe  two  perfons  on 
«  this  account.  If  any  thing  can  give  us  th€ 
«  cleared  light   into  this  tranfadion,    it  muft  be 

*  this  letter  ;  Give  me  leave  to  read  lU 

S  I  Ry 

*  T  Received  yours  y  and  did  not  write  to  Mr,  Knight 

*  as  you  fancied^  huty  left  it  all  to  you  ;  if  you  can 
'  make  it  up  20,000 1.  /  would  ft  op  there  ^  ftnce  it 
'  has  rifen  upon  us  fo  faft,  I  am  yours ^ 

Mar.  I. -17 ip.  J.  A. 

'  P.  S.  /  will  deftre  Mr,  Knight  to  pay  you  the 
^  money, 

'  By  this  evidence,  produced  by  thefecretCom- 
^  mittee  againft  the  honourable  perfon,   it  plainly 

^  appears 
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*  appears  to  be  his  flock  ;  and  by  this  letter  he  is 

*  ]aid  under  an  obligation  to  accept  and  pay  for  it, 
^  whether  it  had  rifen  or  fallen  j    and  this  is  law, 

*  and  this  is  pradtice.     In  the  next  place,  it  proves 

*  it  to  be  the  Gentleman's  own  money,    and  not 

*  the  company's  ;   becaufe  he  reftrains  the  broker 

*  from  buying  more,  becaufe  the  flock  rofe  fo  fafl, 

*  which  is  not  a  reafon  to  be  given,    if  the  com- 

*  pany  had  been  to  run  the  rifque,  and  not  the  ho- 

*  nourable  Gentleman,    but   the  contrary.      But 

*  what  is  more  convincing  that  it  was  not  done  in 

*  concert  with  Mr.  Knight^  is,  that  the  honourable 
*,  perfon  fays,  He  did  not  write  to  Knight,  as  he 
'  fancied^  hut  left  it  all  to  Weymondfold. 

'  Thus,  Sir,    it  is  plain,  that  unlefs  we  unvote 
«  what  we  voted  nemine  contradicente  in  our  firfl 

*  refolution,  and  what  we  voted  in  the  third  refo- 

*  lution,    and  unlefs  we  difprove  this  letter  jufl 

*  mentioned,  and  unlefs  Mr.  Surman  were  in  the 

*  djSkXto^  Antwerp y    it  will  be  impofTible  for  us  to 

*  go  about  to  make  good   this  charge  of  corrup- 

*  tion  againft  the  honourable  perfon  *,  but  every  ac- 

*  count,  every   circumflance,    every   evidence   we 

*  ihall  produce  againfl  him,    will  be  very  flrongly 

*  for  him. 

*  Therefore,    I  hope.  Gentlemen  will  confider 

*  what  they  are  going  to  do.     I   am  fatisfied,    in 

*  the  prefent  temper  people  are,  ever  flep  we  fhall 

*  take  towards  the  relief  of  the  unhappy  fufFerers, 

*  will   be  applauded  by  thoufands  and  ten  .thou- 

*  fands  ;  but  in  a  little  time  the  fury  will  certainly 

*  abate,  when  we  have  done  all  we  can  for  them, 

*  and,  perhaps,  that  all  not  fatisfy  many. 

*  It  behoves  us  to  carry  our  views  forward,  and 
<  to  confider  how  we  fhall  look  our  country  in  the 

*  face  if  we  cannot  juilify  our  adions,  when  they 

*  fhall  come  to  be  confidered  calmly.     And  who, 

*  indeed,  will  be  able  to  juflify  the  deflroying  a 
«  Gentleman's  reputation,    and  tearing  his  eftate 

*  from 
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*  from  him,  and  putting  him  under  the  mofl:  cru- 
'  el  torture,  the  fevereft  penalties  and  incapacities, 

*  not  only  without  evidence  of  the  crimes  laid  to 

*  his  charge,  but  contrary  to  the  ftrongeft  evidence 

*  of  his  innocence. 

*  Are  we  to  take  away  a  man's  reputation  and 

*  ellate  for  a  breach  of  truft  in  matters   that  were 

*  not  in  any  manner  committed  to  his  care;  for 

*  confederating  with   people  who    all  deny  they 

*  ever  communicated  their  counfels  or  meafurcs  to 

*  him  in   any  of    their  unwarrantable  pradices? 

*  For  corruption,    when  by  our  own  (late  of  the 

*  cafe  there  is  no  appearance  of  corruption  in  thac 
«  tranfadion,  but  quite  the  contrary  ? 

',  This   would  not  be  punifhment^    but  cruelty  % 

*  it  would  not  be  reftitution,  but,  in  my  opinion, 
^  downright  robbery.      This    would  be  an  ad:  of 

*  violence  and  tyranny   unheard  of  in  any  BritiJIj 

*  Parliament.    And  as  the  thing  itfelf  is  unheard-of 

*  and  unprecedented,  fo  is  the  manner  of  com- 
*'ing  at  it.  Whoever  heard  of  a  bill  of  attain- 
'  der  (enabling  all  the  punifhments  that  can  be  in- 

*  flidled  except  lofs  of  life  and   limb)  tacked  to 

*  another  bill  ?  Neither  is  it/  a  fingle  tack,  but  a 
«  chain  of  bills  linked  together,  of  the  condemn- 
«  ed  and  accufed,  of  the  dead  and  the  living  :  But 
^  I  will  confine  myfclf  to  the  Perfon  whofe  cafe  is 

*  now  in  queftion ;   and  pray  let  us  fee  how  that 

*  cafeftands. 

«  Firft,  a  bill  is  ordered  to  be  brought  in  againfl 

*  that  honourable  perfon,    to  prevent  him  from 

*  going  out  of  the  kingdom  and  alienating  his 
'  eflate,  that  both  his  perfon  and  his  fortune  may 

*  be  liable  to  parliamentary  juftice,   if  he  fhould 

*  be  found  guilty  of  the  crimes  laid  to  his  charge. 
'  This  bill  is  read  twice,    and  then  ordered  to  be 

*  committed:    Upon  the  motion  for  commitment, 

*  fome  gentlemen  are  apprehenfive,  that  this  bill, 

*  lingly  by  itfelf,   may  chance  not  to  pafs  the  houfe 

'  of 


8o  Parliamentary      A.  1721. 

*  of  Lords :    to  prevent  any   fuch  accident,  the 

*  Committee  is  direded  to  confolidate  this  bilJ, 
'  (which  as  I  have  already  faid,  is  a  bill  in  order  to 
'  bring  a  man  to  trial)  with  a  bill  to  punifh  thirty 

*  five  perfons  already  convi6led  of  great  offences, 

*  by  two  feveral  acts  of  Parliament. 

*  Is  this  all  ?   No.     As  fome  gentlemen  were 

*  jealous  that  the  Lords  would  not  pafs  this  bill 

*  fingly,  which  was  to  make  the  honourable  per- 

*  fon  to  difcover  his  eftate  j  other  gentlemen  were 

*  as  doubtful  whether  matters  might  not  take  fuch 
'  a  turn,    and  circumftances   be  To  much  altered, 

*  that   in  another  fcffion   the   Lords  might  be  as 

*  unwilling  to  take  his  eftate  away  when  difcover- 

*  ed  ;    and  therefore  as  nothing  is  like  the  prefent 

*  time  for  doing  of  bufinefs,  and  all  delays  are 
'  dangerous  in  things  of  this   nature,  by  another 

*  inftrudlion  to  the  faid  Committee,  the  honour- 
'  able  perfon's  eftate  is  to  be  confifcated  ;  and  left 

*  it  fhould  meet  with  great  difHcuIties  elfewhere,  as 

*  has  been  already  obferved,  this  punifliment  is  to 

*  be  tacked  to  the  former  punifhment,  which  was 
'  before  tacked  to  the  bill  againft  the  diredtors. 

'  Any  body  would  imagine  that  here  certainly 

*  would  be  an  end  ;  but no.     Why,    what 

*  can  be  done  next  ?  What,  is  he  to  be  hanged  ?  In- 
'  deed  hanging  would  have  been  a  very  fafe  way 

*  of  working,  and  would  have  effedually  prevent- 

*  ed  this  gentleman,   who  is  known  to  have  fome 

*  talents,  from  making  ufe  of  them  at  any  time 

*  hereafter  againft  thofe,  who  he  may  imagine  have 

*  dealt  very  hardly  by  him  ;   but  fomething  dk  is 

*  propofed  that  anfwers  juft  the  fame  purpofe,  and 

*  that  is,  a  difability  in  the  honourable  perfon  from 

*  receiving  any  favour  from  the  crown,  and  from 

*  fitting   or  voting  in  either  houfe  of  Parliament. 

*  This  fevere,  this  dangerous  punifliment,  for  the 

*  reafons  above-mentioned,  is  likewife  tacked  to 

*  the 
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*  the  laft  mentioned  puniiliment,  which  was  tack- 

*  cd  to  a  former  punifhmenr,  and  fo  on. 

«  Was  any  thing  like  this  ever  heard  of  in  any 

*  age  before  ?   Was  ever   any  Englijh?nan  ufed  in 

<  fuch  a  manner  ?    A  gentJeman  is  locked  up  in  a 
«  prifon,  at  a  great  diftance  from  his  friends,  at  a 

*  great  diftance  from  the  knowledge  of  what  pafTes  in 

*  this  houfe,   comparatively  to  what  it  would  be  if 

*  he  had  his  liberty:  And  here   are  we   taking  a- 

*  way  his  reputation,  taking  away  his  eftate,  put* 

*  ting  him  under  cruel  and  ignominious  incapaci- 

*  ties,  not  by  the  fummary  way  of  a  bill,    but  by  a 

*  new  invented  and  more  fummary  way,  by  a  claufe 

*  incorporated  into  another  bill  in  a  Committee. 

*  Is  this  our  boafted  liberty  ?  Is  this  our  happy 

*  conftitution,  that  is  fuch  a  barrier  to  our  lives  and 

*  properties  ? — No,  Sir,   this  is  not  the  conftitution 

*  of  Parliament  *,  this  is  what  our  anceftors  never 

*  heard  of :  The  feveral  forms  that  all  bills  ought 

*  to  pafs  through,  have  been  wifely   provided,    to 

<  give  time  and  opportunity  for  application  on  one 

*  fide,  and  confideration  on  the  other ;   and  with- 

*  out  thefe  forms,  a  man  may  be  hurried  out  of  his 

*  life,  his  liberty,  or  his  eftate,   in  as  tyrannical  a 

*  manner  as  under  the  government  of  Peter  jilexo- 

*  When  leave  is  given  to  offer  a  claufe,  no  body 
«  can  tell  exa6lly  what  that  claufe  will  be,  till  it  is 

*  in   the  Committee :  And  before  the  perfon  that 

*  is  to  fufFer  by  it  can  be  fully  apprized  of  it,  the 

*  claufe  is  palled,  and  there  is  no  opportunity   of 

*  oppofing  it,  but  upon  the  report,  or  at  the  third 

*  reading  ;  and  every  body  knows  how  difficult  the 

*  one  is,  and  how  vain  the  other  :  All  the  unfortu- 

*  nate   pcrfon's  friends  can  do,  is  only,  like  John's 

*  mefTengers,  to  acquaint  him  from  time  to  time  with 
'  fome  frefh  calamity  that  has  befallen  him. 

Vol.  VIII.  G  *  Sir, 
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^  Sir,  I  freely  declare,  I  value  our  conftitution 
above  all  things  on  earth  ;  and,  I  think,  thofe 
rebels  that  fcught  at  Dt/nblain  and  Prefton  to  de- 
ftroy  it,  and  who,  by  fetting  a  popifh  bigotted 
tyrant  upon  the  throne,  would  have  deprived  us 
of  our  religion  and  liberties,  as  well  as  our 
eftates,  greater  criminals  than  thofe  who  ufed  in- 
diredt  arts  laft  fummer  to  get  our  money  from 
us  :  Nay,  I  think  them  greater  criminals  than 
even  thofe  guardians  of  orphans  and  infants  who 
flung  their  wards  into  the  flocks,  when  they 
themfelves  fold  out  at  excefllve  high  prices  *,  and 
by  leaving  thofe  unhappy  wretches  in  that  gulph 
of  perdition,  made  a  golden  bridge  for  them- 
felves to  efcape  upon.  Obliging  thefe  hypocrites 
to  make  reflitution  to  thofe  moil  unhappy  fuf- 
ferers,  would  be  a  piece  of  the  higheft  Juftice, 
both  in  the  fight  of  God  and  man.  But  my  juft 
concern  for  thofe  miferable  creatures  has  carried 
me  a  little  from  my  fubjedl. 
'  When  I  fay.  Sir,  that  I  value  our  conftitution 
fo  highly,  it  is  becaufe  of  its  being  fo  ftrong  a 
fortrefs  againft  all  the  fudden  irruptions  of  arbi- 
trary power  in  every  fhape:  It  confifts  in  this, 
that  no  man  can  fufFer  lofs  of  life,  or  limb,  or 
reputation,  or  liberty,  or  eftate,  but  upon  a  fair 
trial,  and  by  the  judgment  of  his  Peers  in  all 
common  cafes  5  and  in  the  moft  extraordinary 
cafes,  where  the  legiflature  interpofes,  the  trial  is 
to  be  by  a  bill  ;  in  fuch  a  cafe,  leave  muft  be  firft 
given  to  bring  in  that  bill ;  then  it  muft  be  read 
a  firft,  and  then  a  fecond  time,  afterwards  com- 
mitted, then  reported,  and  read  a  third  time  ; 
after  which,  it  goes  through  all  the  fame  forms 
in  the  houfe  of  Lords,  where  a  man  has  all  the 
fame  opportunities  of  making  his  defence,  and 
their  Lordfhips  have  as  free  a  liberty  of  judging, 
as  the  Commons  had  before, 
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*  In  the  Jaft  place,  it  comes  to  the  royal  afTent, 

*  and  there  is  room  for  application  for  mercy,  and 

*  the  bill  may  be  after  all  rejeded. 

<  But,  Sir,  if  inftead  of  all  thefe  checks   upon 
«  the  fudden  refolutions  of  the  judges,  and  all  thefc 

*  opportunities   of  defence  of  the  perfon   accufed, 

*  a  man  may  be  deftroyed  at  once,  by  a  claufe  of- 

*  fered  in  a  Committee,  and  tacked  to  a  money 

*  bill,  or  any  other  bill  of  a  more  popular  kind, 

*  which  the  whole  nation  may  exped;  fhould  pafs, 

*  and  confequently  both  the  Lords  and  the  crown 

*  be  deprived  of  their  free  judgment ;  and  by  that 

*  means  be  ftruck  out  of  the  legiflature,  I  do  not 

*  fee  how  our  conftitution  can  be  more  efFedtually 
'  fub verted. 

*  This  would  be  tearing  up  Parliaments  by  the 

*  roots,  and  deflroying,  at  one  blow,  all  that  our 
«  anceftors  and  we  have  been  fo  long  ftruggling  to 

*  preferve. 

'  An  a(5l  of  this  nature  would  be  a  greater  iniqui- 

*  ty  than  any  of  the  diredors  did  or  could  commit, 
'  and  would  obliterate  their  offences,  by  conveying 
'  down  to  poflerity  greater  crimes  than  they  were 

*  ever  guilty  of. 

'^  I  hope.  Sir,  we  fhall  not  do  them  fuch  a  fer- 

*  vice  at  our  own  expence,  and  therefore  I  am  for 

*  leaving  the  honourable  perfon  out  of  this  bill,  and 
«  for  going  on  againft  him,  as  we  at  firft  fet  our, 

*  in  a  juft  fair  parliamentary  way,  to  the  end,  that 

*  if  he  has  been  guilty   of  any  faults,  he  may  be 

*  punilhed   for  them  •,  but  I  am  not  for  punifhing 

*  him  for  other  perfons  faults,  much  lefs  am  I  for 

*  punifliing  him  in  fuch  a  monflrous,  in  fuch  a  vio- 

*  lent  manner,  as  will  declare  to  all  the  world,  that 

*  we  could  not  make  good  our  charge  againft  him, 

*  but  yet  were  refolved  to  facrifice  him,  and  even 

*  the  conftitution  itfelf  with  him.* 

G  2  Wc 
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We  return  now  to  the  debates  in  the  houfe. 

Mr.  Neville  was  anfwered  by  Sir  Jofeph  Jekyllj 
Mr.  Spencer  Cow^er^  and  Mr.  Freeman^  who  in- 
filled, that  tho'  the  fa6ls  mentioned  in  the  pre- 
amble could  not  be  legally  proved,  yet  the  houfe 
being  fatisfied  in  their  confciences  of  the  truth  of 
thofe  fads,  from  the  evidence  that  had  appeared 
before  them,  the  fame  was  fufficient  for  that  houfe. 
Sir  Jofeph  having  fpoke  with  fome  vehemence  up- 
on that  head,  Mr.  Neville  made  fome  fmart  re- 
fle£lions  upon  him :  But  thb'  Mr.  Rohert  WalpoU 
and  Mr.  Lechmere  fpoke  likewife  in  behalf  of  Mr. 
jiiflahiey  yet  were  they  not  able  to  ftem  the  tide 
which  runfo  ftrongagainft  him,  that  it  was  carried, 
without  dividing,  to  let  the  words  in  the  preamble, 
reladng  to  him,  continue.  Then  upon  a  debate 
when  to  proceed  upon  the  report  of  thefufferersbill, 
it  was  carried  for  the  next  day  :  And  the  call  of 
the  houfe  farther  adjourned  to  that  day  fortnight. 

June  27*  The  houfe  took  into  farther  confide- 
ration  the  report  about  the  fufferers  bill,  and  the 
firll  claufe  they  went  upon,  was  that  for  invefting 
the  eftates  of  the  forfeiting  perfons  in  truftecs,  for 
the  ufe  of  the  public.  Mr.  Arthur  Moore^  in  a 
long  and  eloquent  fpeech,  moved  for  an  alterati- 
on of  that  claufe,  and  was  feconded  by  Mr.  Hun^ 
gerford.  They  were  anfwered  by  Sir  Jofeph  Je^ 
kyll^  and  the  latter  by  Mr,  Lechmere^  to  whom 
the  Lord  Molefwortb  replied.  After  this,  Mr. 
Ladey  one  of  the  truflees  named  in  the  bill,  feem- 
ed  to  decline  that  office,  "faying,  '  That  he  was 

*  very  eafy  in   his  fortune,    and  therefore   wiflied 

*  he  might  be  excufed  from  engaging  in  a  bufinefs, 

*  which   he  forefaw  would  be  attended  with  great 

*  difficulties :  That  he  knew  not  what  the  houfe 

*  might  exped  from  them  -,  and  that   in  fo  exten- 
«  five,  and  fo  perplexed  an  affair,  it  was  impolfible 

<  to 
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*  to  plcafe  every  body.'  To  this  the  Lord  MoleJ- 
worth  replied  with  feme  vehemence,  animadvert* 
ing  upon  them  who,  in  fo  important  an  affair, 
appeared  lukewarm  in  the  fervice  of  their  country. 
On  the  other  hand,  Mr.  Rohert  JValpok^  Mr. 
Grey  Neville^  and  fome  others,  fpoke  tor  the  mor 
tion  ;  but  tho'  their  deflgn  in  getting  the  claufc 
altered,  was  to  mulcdt  the  directors,  and  others, 
inftead  of  confifcating  their  eftates,  yet  they  never 
mentioned  it  diredly,  only  infinuating,  that  they 
would  offer  a  claufe  at  the  end  of  the  bill,  which 
would  more  effedtually  anfwer  the  purpofes  there- 
of, and  bring  in  more  money  to  the  public :  But 
the  houfe  in  general  not  rcIiHiing  the  motion,  it 
was  dropt  without  dividing.  Then  the  faiTther 
confideration  of  the  report  was  adjourned  to  the 
next  day,  when  the  houfe  having  fat  till  almoil 
nine  o'  clock  in  the  evening,  they  went  through 
all  the  fcheduies  of  the  late  diredtors  eftates,  and 
agreed  with  the  Committee,  as  to  the  allowances 
given  to  them,  except  the  four  following,  viz, 
Mr.  Aftelly  to  whom  they  gave  loooo/.  inftead 
of  jooo  /.  Sir  Larnhert  Blackwelly  who  had  1 5000  /. 
inftead  of  loooo/.  ^\t  John  Blunt  5000/.  inftead 
of  |ooo/,  and  Mr.  Francis  Hawes  jooo/.  inftead 
of  31/.  It  was  moved  to  reduce  Sir  Theodore 
Janjfen^s  allowance  to  30000  /.  but  upon  a  divifi- 
Qn,  it  was  carried  by  a  great  majority  for  50000  /• 

After  this  claufe  was  offered  by  Colonel  ^^zr/d*, 
to  be  added  to  the  bill,  in  favour  of  Mr.  Aijlahiej 
viz,  for  excepting  from  the  forfeiture,  his  country- 
houfe,  gardens,  and  park,  as  alfo  his  lady's  jew- 
els and  houfhold  goods  ;  which  was  brought  up 
and  read,  and  a  debate  arifing  thereupon,  the  fame 
was  adjourned  to  the  next  day,  when,  after  feve- 
ral  fpeeches,  for  and  againft  th«  faid  claufe,  it  was 
agreed  to  without  any  divifion. 

This  being  over,  the  remainder  of  the  fitting 
^as  fpent  in  a  debate  of  near  three  hoqrs  upon  the 

G  3  queftion^ 


86  P  AR  L  I  AMENT  a'rV  A.  1721^ 

queftion,  whether  as  the  bill  flood,  to  veft  the 
forfeited  eftates  in  truftees,  or  to  mul6t  the  late  di- 
redlors  and  others,  at  a  certain  fum  ?  A  claufe  for 
the  muld  was  offered  by  Mr.  Hutchefon^  who  pro- 
pofed  a  million  and  half  flerling.  Sir  nomas  Crofs 
moved  for  1,400,000/.  and  feveral  long  fpeeches 
were  made  by  Mr.  Hungerford^  Mr.  Lowndes^  Mr. 
Tonge,  Serjeant  Pengetly^  the  Attorney-General, 
Mr.  Robert  Walple^  Mr.  Lechmere^  Mr.  Milner^ 
Sir  John  EyleSy  Mr.  Lade^  and  fome  others,  who 
were  moft  of  them  for  the  mulft  ;  but  not  agreeing 
upon  the  fum,  the  debate  was  adjourned  to  the  Mon- 
day following. 

June  30.  The  Commons,  in  a  grand  Commit- 
tee, went  thro'  the  bill  for  appointing  Commijfwners 
to  examine^  Jiate^  and  determine  the  debts  due  to  the 
army.  And  on  the  \fto{  July  it  was  ordered,  that 
the  feveral  books  and  papers  which  were  referred 
to  the  Committee  of  fccrecy,  be  delivered  back  to 
the  clerk  of  the  houfe.  Then,  in  a  grand  Commit- 
tee, the  Commons  confidered  farther  of  the  public 
credit  of  this  kingdom,  particularly  in  relation  to 
the  contrads  for  South-fea  flock  and  fubfcriptions. 
Mr.  Tonge  moved,  that  the  South-fea  Company 
might  not  be  permitted  to  deliver  out  the  receipts 
for  the  3d  and  4th  fubfcriptions,  which  motion  was 
feconded  by  Mr.  Horatio  JValpole^  and  fpoke  to  by 
the  Lord  Hinchinbroke^  Colonel  Bladen ^  Mr.  Free- 
man^  Mr.  Grey  Neville^  Mr.  Hutchefon^  Mr.  Lech" 
mere^  and  fome  others,  but  after  a  long  debate  the 
queflion  was  dropt. 

Then  another  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Hut- 
chefon^  viz.  That  all  contracts  which  fliould  be 
unperformed  or  not  compounded  by  the  apth  of 
September  next;  be  entered  in  books  before  the  ifl 
of  November  next,  or  elfe  be  void  ;  that  no  fpc- 
cial  bail  be  required  in  any  adlion  brought  upon 
any  €ontrad  made  fince  the  ifl  of  December  1719* 

and 
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and  before  the  firfl:  day  of  December  1720  ;  and 
that  no  execution  be  awarded  upon  any  judgment 
obtained,  in  any  adion  upon  any  contrad,  till 
the  end  of  the  feffion  of  Parliament,  after  the  apth 
of  September  next  ^  which,  after  fome  debate,  was 
agreed  to  without  dividing.  Then  another  mo-  - 
tion  was  made,  that  all  contrafts  for  any  fiibfcrip- 
tion  or  (lock,  which  fhould  be  unperformed  before 
the  apth  of  September  next,  where  the  feller  was 
not  when  thecontrad:  was  made,  or  within  a  time 
to  be  limited,  adlually  pofifefled  of  fuch  fubfcription 
or  ftock,  ihall  be  declared  null  and  void  ;  which 
was  alfo  agreed  to  without  any  divifion.  And  the 
Speaker  having  refumed  the  chair,  the  report  of 
thofe  refolutions  was  put  off  till  the  fFednefcI ay  foh 
lowing. 

July  3.  The  houfe  refumed  the  adjourned  debate 
upon  the  claufe  offered  the  Thurfday  before  by 
Mr.  Knight^  to  be  added  to  the  fufferers  bill,  viz. 
That  the  eflate  of  which  the  late  Mr,  CraggSy 
fenior,  was  pofifefs'd  in  October  1719,  be  veiled  in 
tht  hands  of  the  truftees  appointed  by  this  bill  to 
difpofc  of  the  eftates  of  the  late  diredofs ;  which 
being  flrenuoufly  oppofed  by  the  court  party,  was 
upon  a  divifion,  carried  in  the  negative  by  104 
voices  againfl  90.  Then  Sir  John  Eyies  propof- 
ed,  that  a  claufe  for  veiling  the  eftates  of  the  forfeit- 
ing perfons  in  themfelves,  and  only  laying  a  muldt 
upon  them,  might  be  read,  which  being  dene  ac- 
cordingly. Sir  Thomas  Crofs  fpoke  to  it,  and  fug- 
gefted,  that  it  were  more  advantageous  to"  the  pub- 
lic, either  to  muld  the  diredlors,  or  to  allow  them 
15  per  cent,  out  of  their  eftates  for  prompt  pay- 
ment ;  but  this  being  warmly  oppofed  by  Mr. 
JeJJbp^  Mr.  Milner^  Sir  ISIathaniel  Goulds  and  the 
Lord  Mole/worthy  the  motion  for  reading  the  faid 
claufe  a  fecond  time  was  rejeded  with  difdain, 
aad  without  a  divifion  ;  and  fome  other  amend- 
G  4  ments 
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mcnts  were  made  to  the  bill,  which  was  ordered  to 
be  engrofTed. 

Refoiutions  ^^^  3'  ^'*'  ^^^^^"^  ^^^^  ^^^  g^^^^  Committee 
JtltO>m-  on  public  credit,  reported  feveral  refolutions,  which 
Tcrnin'Tb- (with  an  amendment  to  one  of  them)  were  agreed 
iic  credit,    unco  by  the  houfeas  follows,  viz. 

1.  That  all  contrads  for  the  fale  or  purchafe  of 
fubfcriptions  or  ftock  of  the  South-fea  company, 
or  any  other  company  or  corporation,  or  pretend- 
ed company  or  corporation,  which  ihall  be  unper- 
formed or  not  compounded,  on  or  before  the  29th 
day  of  September  next,  be  entered  in  books  to  be 
kept  for  that  purpofe  by  the  refpedive  companies 
or  corporations,  before  the  ift  day  of  Novefnber 
next,  or  elfe  to  be  void  ;  and  that  fuch  entries  fhall 
exprefs  for  whofe  ufe  and  benefit  fuch  contrails  were 
made. 

2.  That  no  fpecial  bail  be  required  in  any  a6lion 
brought  or  to  be  brought,  upon  any  contradt  made 
fince  the  ift  day  of  Dece?nher  171 9,  and  before  the 
I  ft  day  oi^ -December  172O,  for  the  fide  or  purchafe 
of  any  fubfcripcion  or  ftock  of  t-he  Soutb-fea  com- 
pany, or  any  other  company  or  corporation,  or  pre- 
tended company  or  corporation. 

3.  That  no  execution  be  awarded  upon  any  judg- 
ment obtained,  or  to  be  obtained  in  any  adion 
brought,  or  to  be  brought  upon  any  contra6l,  for 
the  fale  or  purchafe  of  any  fubfcription  or  ftock  of 
the  South-fea  company,  or  any  other  company  or 
corporation,  or  pretended  company  or  corporation. 
Until  the  end  of  the  fefiion  of  Parliament,  v/hich 
Ihall  be  next  after  the  '^Qi\\  day  of  September 
hcxr, 

4.  That 
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4.  That  all  contrads  for  the  fale  or  purchafe  of 
any  fubfcription  or  Hock  of  the  Soutb-fea  company, 
or  any  other  company  or  corporation,  which  fhall 
be  unperformed  or  not  compounded,  on  or  before 
the  apth  day  of  September  next,  where  the  feller, 
or  the  perfon  on  whofe  behalf  fuch  contract  was 
made,  was  not,  at  the  time  of  fuch  con  trad,  or 
within  s  time  to  be  limitted,  adlually  poflefs'd  of, 
or  intitled  to  fuch  fubfcription  orftoek,  fhall  be 
declared  null  and  void. 

5.  That  an  addrefs  be  prefented  to  his  Maje- 
fly,  humbly  reprefenting  to  his  Majefty  the  flate  of 
the  public  credit  of  this  kingdom -,  and  to  lay  be- 
fore his  Majefty  the  fcveral  refolutions  of  this 
houfe  of  the  3d  of  May^  and  pth  and  13th  of  June 
Jaft,  and  of  this  day,  relating  thereto:  And  a 
Committee  was  appointed  to  draw  up  the  faid  ad- 
drefs, of  which  Robert  IValpoUy  Efqj  was  chofen 
chairman. 

July  6.  The  engrofTed  fufferers  bill  was  read  a 
third  time  with  a  new  title,  njiz.  a  hill  for  raifing 
money  upon  the  ejtates  of  the  late  Sub-Governor^  De- 
puty-Governor^ Dire^ors,  &c.  which,  with  other 
amendments,  was  pafTed  and  fent  up  to  the  Lords 
by  Mr.  Clayton,  It  is  obfervable,  that  after  the  5,d 
reading  over  of  the  whole  bill,  which  took  up  about 
two  hours,  Mr.  Adilner  propofed  a  rider  to  be  ad- 
ded to  it,  importing,  that  the  houfhold  goods,  plate, 
linnen,  &c.  of  the  direcflors,  might  be  excepted  out 
of  the  bill  ;  but  this  motion  was  rejedled  with  dif- 
dain,  which  prevented  the  offering  of  fome  others 
that  were  ready  to  be  propofed  in  favour  of  the 
late  diredlors  •,  one  in  particular,  to  empower  them 
to  compound  fuch  debts  as  were  owing  to  them 
^kher  at  home  or  abroad. 

July  8.  Mr.  Clayton,  according  to  order,  car- 
iJfed  up  the  bill  to  the  Lords,  who  read  it  the  firft 
'  '        '  time. 
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time,  and  ordered  it  to  be  read  a  fecond  time  on  the 
Monday  following,  when  all  the  Lords  in  and  about 
town  were  fummoned  to  attend. 

July  lO.  A  ^t\\t\or\ofJohnAiJlahie^'E{(]y  was 
prefented  to  the  Lords,  praying  to  be  heard  by 
his  counfel:  But  the  receiving  of  it  was  vehement- 
ly oppofed  by  the  Lord  Vifcount  Townfend^  who 
faid.  He  had  done  more  mif chief  than  any  man  in 
the  nation.  Some  other  Lords  fpoke  more  fa- 
vourably of  Mr.  AifiaVie^  particularly  the  Earl  of 
Sunderland^  tho*  not  direftly  •,  and  fo  the  petition 
was  received,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 
Then  the  Earl  of  Clarendon  prefented  two  petiti- 
ons of  Sir  John  Fellows  and  Mr.  Joye^  upon  which 
arofe  a  debate  on  the  queftion,  whether  any  petiti- 
ons from  the  direftors  fhould  be  received  ?  The 
Earl  of  Sunderland  fuggefted,  that  if  they  were  all 
to  be  heard  to  every  particular,  they  Ihould  fit  till 
next  year  :  But  tho'  the  Lord  Trevor^  North  and 
Greyy  and  Bathurjl,  urged,  that  there  was  as  much 
reafon  for  receiving  thefe  petitions  as  Mr.  Aijlahie^s^ 
yet  upon  the  queflion,they  were  both  rejedled,  with- 
out dividing.  Then  there  was  another  petition  pre- 
fented in  behalf  of  the  late  Mr.  Craggs's  daughters, 
which,  after  a  fhort  debate,  was  received,  and  or- 
dered to  lie  on  the  table  ;  but  three  other  petitions 
from  fome  of  the  diredtors  were  rejedled  ;  after 
which,  the  bill  was  read  a  fecond  time,  and  com- 
mitted for  Thurfday  the  ipho^  July, 

A  wnfer.       ^"  ^^^  ^^^^  ^^  J^b  ^^^  Lords  fcnt  a  mefTage 

«acebe.     to  the  Commons,  to  defire  a  prefent  conference  in 

i!I^"a^^^   the  painted  chamber,  upon  the  fubjedb  matter  of 

Commons,  the  hill  to  ratfe   money  upon   the  eftates  of  the  late 

dire5iors^  Sec,  which  being  readily  agreed  to,  and  the 

managers  on  both  fides   met,  the  Lord  Carleton^ 

from  thofe  of  the  Lords,  fignified  to  thofe  of  the 

Commons, 


A.  1721.        D  E  B  A  T  E  S.'  91 

Commons,  that  their  Lordfhips  had  commanded 
them  to  acquaint  the  houfe  of  Commons,  that 
they  had  received  the  bill,  before  mentioned,  from 
them,  and  found  in  it  a  charge  againd  John 
AiJlaUe^  Efq-,  and  the  late  James  Craggs^  fen.  Efq; 
and  tho'  they  had  read  the  bill  twice,  yet  their 
Lordfhips  could  not  find  in  it  the  reafons  that  in- 
duced the  Commons  to  infert  their  Names  in  the 
faid  bill,  and  therefore  defircd  this  conference  to 
know  the  matters  of  fadt  upon  which  the  faid  bill 
was  grounded,  fo  far  as  the  fame  related  to  Mr, 
Atjlabie  and  Mr.  Craggs. 

The  managers  being  returned  to  their  refpec* 
tive  houfes,  Mr.  Sloper^  from  thofe  of  the  Com- 
mons, reported  the  faid  conference  to  the  houfe, 
who  ordered  the  faid  report  to  be  taken  into  con- 
fideration  the  next  day.  This  being  done  accord- 
ingly, it  was  refolved,  that  fuch  members  as  were 
of  the  Committee  of  fecrecy,  be  appointed  a  Com- 
mittee to  (late  the  matters  of  fa(5t,  on  which  thofe 
parts  of  the  Ml  for  the  relief  of  the  South-fea  Compa- 
ny were  grounded^  relating  to  Mr.  Aiflahie  and  the 
Jate  Mr,  Craggs. 

July  14.  Mr.  Clayton^  from  the  faid  Commit- 
tee, reported  the  Hate  of  the  faid  matters  of  fad, 
which  being  agreed  to  by  the  houfe,  was,  the  fame 
day,  delivered  to  the  Lords  at  a  conference.  The 
paper,  relating  to  Mr.  Aijlabie  was  to  the  efFedl  fol- 
lowing, 'VIZ. 

YOUR  Lordfliips  having  defired  at  a   con-TheCom- 
ference,  that  the  Commons  would  acquaint  SnsVor'in- 
your  Lordfhips   with  the  matters  of  fadl,  upon  ^^'■;;"f.^''' 

■1-1        ,       I'll/.      •!!         A  r-,   r  -r  -^ijlahe^uS 

wnicn  the  Dili,  (intitled.  An  a^  for  ratfing  money  vnxraggs 
upon  the  ejiates  of  the  late  Sub- Cover  nor.  Deputy-  [""^aouhil. 
Governor,  Dire^ors,  Cajhier,    Beputy-Cajhier,   and 
Accomptant  of  the  South'k2i  Company,  and  of  John 
Aiflabie,  Efq,  and  likezvife  of  Jamts  Craggs,  fenior, 
Efq,  deceafedy    towards  making  good  the  great  lofs 

and 
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and  damage  fuftained  by  the  faid  Compafiyy  and  for 
difahling  fucb  of  the  faid  perfons  as  are  livings  to 
hold  any  Office  or  place  of  trttft  under  the  crown^  or 
io  fit  or  vote  in  Parliament  for  the  future  •,  and  for 
^her  purpofes  in  the  faid  aul  e:>cpre£ed)  fo  far  as  the 
fame  relates  to  the  faid  John  Jiflabie,  and  to  the 
faid  James  Craggs,  was  grounded. 

The  Commons  have  commanded  us  to  acquaint 
yoar  Lordfhips,  that  the  faid  matters  of  fadl,  fo 
fuggefled  in  the  faid  bill,  are  relative  to  the  matters 
of  fad  fuggefted  in  the  former  part  of  the  preamble 
of  the  faid  bill,  and  v^ill  be  explained  thereby  ;  and 
for  your  Lordfhips  farther  fatistadion,  v^e  are  com- 
manded by  the  Conimons  to  acquaint  your  Lord- 
fhips:, that  the  bill,  fo  far  as  it  relates  to  the  faid 
John  Aiflahie^  befides  the  notoriety  of  fads,  was 
grounded  as  well  upon  proof,  as  the  confeflion  of 
Mr.  Aiflabie, 

As  to  the  confeflion  of  Mr.  Aiflahie^  we  are 
commanded  by  the  Commons  to  affirm,  in  their 
names,  to  your  Lordfliips,  that  Mr.  Aiflabie  did 
in  his  place  confefs,  that  upon  the  third  and  19th 
d2Lys  of  December^  i7i^,  21^000  L  South- fea^ock 
was  bought  by  Mr.  Robert  Knighty  late  calhier  of 
the  South-f&a  company,  for  him  the  faid  Mr. 
Aiflabie  ;  and  Mr.  Aiflabie  delivered  in  to  the  Com- 
mons a  paper  of  the  hand  writing  of  Mr.  Knight y 
containing  part  of  an  account  in  the  words  follow- 
ing. - 

/.         J. 

Bee.    o^.ToSouth-fec^hought,  lOQOO /.->  ^^  ^^  ^^ 

at  123  '  J 

19.  Bought  more  12000/.  at  1265    1 5180  00 

To  \  per  cent,  paid  S.  Strode  12000  Liy  10 

To  \  part  217  /.  10  J.  loft  as  above  108  ij 

24.  To  calb  paid  back      --— ^  iP3  ij 

^7800  00 


A.  I72I.        DEBATES.  ^j 

Dec,  lo.  Received  in  Bank  notes   — —    12300  00 
ip.  Received  more  in  full 15500  00 

r  1 

27800     00 

Wc  are  alfo  commanded  to  acquaint  your  Lord- 
fhips,    that  the  Commons  having  received  infor- 
mation, that  Mr.  Francis  Hawes   (one  of  the  late 
diredors  of  the  South-fee  company)  had  negotiat- 
ed  very  large  fums  for  Mr.  Aijlabie^  and  had  had 
dealing  for  a  confiderable  time  paft  in  South-Sec;' 
Hock  with  Mr.  Aijlabie^  and  that  an  account  there- 
of was  kept  in  a  book,    of  which  Mr.  Aijlahie 
had  a  duplicate  j  which  accounts  were  continued  ia 
that  book  till  fome  time  in  Nove?nber  lail :    The 
Commons  did,  on  the  7th  day  o^  March  laft,  or- 
der that   the  faid  book  ihould  be  laid   before  them 
the  next  morning  ;  at  the  makiijg  of  which  order, 
Mr.  Aijlahie  was  prefent  in  his  place,    and  did  not 
objedl  or  offer  any  thing  to   the  houfe   that  the 
fame   could  not  be  complied  with.     But  the  next 
day,  Mr.  Aijlahie  attending   in  his  place  to  make 
his  defence  to  the  fevcral  matters  objeded  to  him, 
an    obedience  to  that  order   being  required,    Mr. 
Aijlahie  declared,    that   Mr.  Hawes^    if   called  in, 
would  tell  the  houfe,    that  Mr.  Hawes^    with  his 
own  hand,    committed  the  faid  book  to  the  fire  ; 
upon   which  Mr.  Hawes  being  called  in  and  exa- 
mined, faid,    that  the  faid  book  was,    in  the  be- 
ginning of  November    lail,    upon    Mr.   Aijlahie's 
prefllng  inftances,    delivered   up  by  him   to  Mr. 
Jiijlabie  ;    and  that  the  fame  book,    and  alfo  the 
faid  duplicate  thereof,   kept  by  Mr.  Aijlahie^  were 
both  then    burnt  together,    part  by  Mr.  Aijlahie^ 
and  part  by  himfclf,  at  Mr.  Aijlahie''^  inflance,  and 
that  the  propofal  for  burning  them  came  from  Mr. 
Aijlahie  -,    and  Hawes  farther  faid,  that  he  had  not 
any  duplicate  or  entry  of  what  was  contained  in  the 
faid  book. 

We 
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Wc  are  farther  commanded  to  acquaint  your 
Loruihips,  that  upon  the  loth  q{  January ^  1715^, 
the  Commons  refolved,  that  their  houfe  would, 
upon  the  22d  of  that  month,  refolve  itfelf  into  a 
Committee  of  the  whole  houfe,  to  confider  of 
that  part  of  his  Majefty's  fpeech  which  related  to 
the  public  debts,  which  the  houfe  did  according. 
\^  \  and  that  afterwards,  on  the  27th  of  January^ 
the  houfe  again  refolved  itfelf  into  the  faid  Com- 
mittee, and  the  Committee  did  then  receive  pro- 
polals  from  the  South-fea  company  for  paying  the 
public  debts. 

As  for  proof,  the  feveral  perfons  following,  viz, 
Mr.  Robert  Surman,  Mr.  Francis  Hawes^  Mr. 
Matthew  Weyiiiondfold,  1'homas  Weddall^  Efq;  Sir 
Theodore  J anJJeHy  Sir  Lmnbert  Blackwell,  Mr.  IVeb" 
ftery  Mr.  Robert  Knight^  Sir  John  Fellows^  Sir 
John  Bhmty  Mr.  John  Falconbridge^  Edmond 
Waller^  Efq;  Mr.  Ed-ward  Gibbon^  Mr.  Charles 
Joye^  were  examined,  and  did,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Commons,  make  out  the  allegations  in  the 
faid  bill  relating  to  Mr.  Aijlabie, 

As  to  the  late  Mr.  Craggs^  the  managers  of  the 
Commons  acquainted  thofe  of  the  Lords,  that 
the  Commons  had  pofitive  evidence,  that  great 
quantities  of  South-fea  flock  were  taken  in  for 
him,  without  his  paying  for  it,  or  giving  fuffici- 
ent  fecurity. 

The  Lord  Carleton  having  made  his  report  of 
this  conference  to  the  houfe  of  Lords,  their  Lord- 
fhips  ordered  it  to  be  taken  into  confideration  the 
next  day  7«/y  15,  which  being  done  accordingly, 
their  Lordfhips,  after  fome  debate,  made  the  fol- 
lowing orders,  viz. 


I 


i/,  Ordered,  That  John  Aiflabie,  Efq;  be  heard 
at  the  bar  of  the  houfe  on  Tuefday  next,  if  he  thinks 
fit. 

ae  That 
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2.  That  the  X^ieiitenant  of  the  Tower  do  bring 
Mr.  Aijlahie  to  the  bar  of  the  houfe  on  Tuefday, 

3.  That  the  Serjeant  at  Arms  attending  the  Houfe 
of  Commons,  do  bring  up  Sir  John  Blunt  at  the  fame 
time  to  be  examined  as  a  witnefs. 

4.  That  a  meflage  be  fent  to  the  houfe  of  Com- 
mons, to  defire  they  would  give  leave  that  any  of 
the  witnefles,  that  are  members  of  that  houfe,  may 
be  examined  in  behalf  of  Mr.  Aijlahie. 

5.  That  the  other  witnefles  that  are  not  members 
of  the  houfe  of  Commons,  do  then  attend  to  be 
examined. 

6.  That  Edmond  JValler^  Efq;  do  then  attend  to 
be  examined. 

Then  the  petitions  of  the  executors  of  the  late 
Mr.  Craggs  being  read,  it  was  ordered,  That  the 
faid  petitions  be  referred  to  the  Committee  upon 
that  bill,  and  that  they  be  then  feverally  heard  by 
their  CounfeJ. 

Then  a  petition  of  Rohert  Surman^  lately  deputy- 
cafhier  of  the  South-fea  Company,  was  read,  and  re- 
jedted  :  After  which  it  was  ordered.  That  an  hum- 
ble addrefs  be  prefented  to  his  Majefty,  praying  that 
the  feveral  papers  relating  to  the  affair  of  Mr. 
Aijlahie^  may  be  laid  before  the  houfe  by  the  proper 
Officers.  It  was  ordered  likewife  that  all  the  Lords 
be  fummoned  to  attend  the  fer vice  ofthe  houfe  on 
Tuefday  next. 

On  the  17th  dijuly  the  Lords  fent  a  meflage  to 
the  Commons,  defining  that  the  Commons  would 
give  leave  to  George  Bailie^  Efq;  Richard  Edgcomhe, 
Efq;  PFilliam  Lowndfs^  Efqi  Charles  Stanho^e^  Efq-, 

Henry 
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Henry  Kelfally  Efq;  William  Clayton^  E(q;  Richard 
Hsmpden^  Efq;  GeorgeDelavall^  Efq;  Sir  Robert  Fur- 
nefSj  i^dtt.  znd  Edward fForlley^  Efq-,  CMembersof 
thdv  houfe)  do  attend  their  Lordfhips  in  order  to  be 
examined  as  witneffes  on  behalfof  John  Aijlabie^  Efqj 
before  the  Committee  of  the  whole  houfe,  to  whom 
the  bill,  intitled.  An  A^  for  raifing  money  upon  the 
eftaies  of  the  late  fub-governor^  deputy -governor^  di- 
re 5f  or  s^  cajhier^  deputy-cafhier^  and  accountant  of  the 
South-fea  Company^  and  of  John  Aiflabie,  Efq-^  &c. 
Hands  committed.  Hereupon  the  Commons  refol- 
ved,  to  fend  an  anfwer  to  the  faid  mefTage  by  mef- 
fengers  of  their  own,  and  appointed  a  Committee  to 
fearch  precedents  in  relation  to  the  faid  mefTage. 

July  1 8.  The  Lords  fent  another  mefTage  to  the 
Commons,  defiring.  That  a  letter  from  John  Aifla- 
i^/>,  Efq;  to  Mr.  Weymondfoldy  dated  the  Ifl  of 
March y  171 9,  brought  before  that  houfe,  and  or- 
dered to  lie  upon  the  table,  might  be  laid  before  their 
Lordfhips  ;  and  alfo,  That  the  Lords  had  agreed  to 
the  bill,  intitled.  An  A^  for  appointing  Commiffi^n- 
ers  to  examine^  ftate^  and  deterjmne^  the  debts  due  to 
the  army^  without  any  amendment.  Hereupon  the 
Commons  proceeded  to  take  the  firfl  part  of  the  faid 
mefTage  into  confideration  ;  and  the  houfe  taking 
notice,  that  there  were  was  no  fuch  letter  before  the 
houfe,  as  was  mentioned  in  the  faid  mefTage  ;  but 
the  houfe  being  acquainted,  that  fuch  a  letter  was 
delivered  into  the  late  Committee  of  Secrecy,  and 
was  in  the  hands  of  the  chairman  of  the  faid  Com- 
mittee •,  it  was  ordered.  That  the  clerk  who  attend- 
ed the  fame  Committee,  do  attend  the  Lords  with 
the  faid  letter. 

Then  the  Lord  Hinchinhroke  reported  from  the 
Committee  appointed  to  fearch  precedents,  in  rela- 
tion to  the  mellage  fent  from  the  Lords,  (defiring 
leave  might  be  given  to  George  Bailie^  Efq;  and  feve- 
ral  others,  members  of  this  houfe)  therein  mention- 

ed. 
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ed,  to  attend  their  Lordfhips,  in  order  to  be  exa- 
mined as  witnefies^as  is  therein  mentioned)  that  the 
Committee  having  fearched  the  journals  of  thcHoufe, 
had  found  feveral  Precedents,  which  they  had  diredl- 
ed  him  to  report  to  the  Houfe  ;  and  he  read  the  faid 
report  in  his  place,  and  afterwards  delivered  it  in  at 
the  table,  where  the  fame  was  read.  Hereupon  in 
was  refolved,  That  George  Bailie^  Efq;  Richard  Edg- 
cojnhe,  Efq-,  fViliia?n  Lowndes, ,R\q',  Charles  Stanhope^ 
Efq;  Henry  Keif  all,  Efq;  William  Clayton,  Efq; 
Richard  Hampden^  Efq;  George  Delavall^  Efq;  Sir 
Robert  Furnefe,  Bart,  and  Edward  Worthy  Efq; 
(members  of  this  Houfe)  have  leave  to  attend  the 
Lords,  in  order  to  be  examined  concerning  that  pare 
of  the  bill  mentioned  in  their  Lordfhips  mefTage  of 
the  17th  inflant,  which  relates  to  JohnAiJlahie,  Efq; 
if  they  thought  fit  ;  and  a  mefTage  was  fent  to  the 
Lords  to  acquaint  them  with  this  refolution. 

The  flime  day  the  Lords  being  met  early,  their 
Lordfliips  went  into  a  Committee  upon  the  dired:ors 
bill,  and  great  debates  arofe  in  relation  to  Mr.  Ai- 
Jlabie,  how,  and  in  what  manner  he  and  hiswitneiTes 
fhould  be  examined?  The  Lord  Harcourt  moved, 
that  according  to  the  ellablifhed  rules  of  juftice  and 
equity,  every  one  of  them  might  be  examined  di- 
llindtly  to  every  article  :  But  this  was  warmly  op- 
pofed  by  the  Lord  ^ownjhend,  who,  in  a  long 
fpeech,  aliedged,  among  other  things,  'That  fuch  a 

*  method  would  take  up  fo  much  tim.e,  that  it  mighc 
'  endanger  the  lofs  of  the  bill,  which  was  of  the 
'  greatelt  importance,  not  only  to  the  kingdom,  buE 

*  to  the  King  himfelf ;  for  if  the  bill  Ihould  mifcar- 

*  ry,   no  man  could  tell  what  might  be  the  confe- 

*  quence.'  This  was  fupported  by  the  Earl  of  Sun- 
derland,who  likewife  urged  thenecefikyof  paffingthis 
bill,  to  quiet  the  minds  of  the  people.  After  fome 
other  fpeeches,  Mr. Aifiahie  was  called  inland,  at  his 
defire,  Mr.  Weddal,  Mr.  Surman,  Sir  Lambert 
Elackwell,  Sir  John  Blunt ^  Sir  Theodore  Janffen,  Mr 

Vol.  YIU.  H  Faul' 
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Taulconhridge,  Mr.  Joye,  and  Mr.  Hawes^  were  fe- 
verally  called  in,  examined,  and  confronted  with 
him.  Sir  John  Fellozvs,  in  particular,  declared  he 
knew  nothing  of  the  qutftions  that  were  put  to  him 
by  Mr.  Aiflahie  v  and  Sir  John  Blunt  being  afked 
who  was  the  contriver  of  the  South-fea  fcheme  ?  an- 
fwered,  It  was  none  of  his  contriving,  but  of  the 
houfe  of  Commons  :  But  Sir  Thcodcrejayiffen  being 
examined  about  the  fame  matter,  faid,  ••  That  he 
'  always  took  Sir  y^?/?;?  Bliirii  to  be  the  contriver,  as 
*  certainly  he  was  the  chief  manager,  oi  i\\Q  South-fea. 
'  fcheme  •,  and  that  for  his  own  part,he  never  was  let 
<  into  the  fecretofthat  afiair.'  Mr. //^uy^j  being 
examined  as  to  the  burning  of  the  books  of  accounts, 
ingenuouHy  owned  the  fad  ;  but  faid  they  were  only 
books  of  private  accounts  between  Mr.  Aiflahie  and 
himfelf ;  and  which  no  ways  concerned  the  public, 
or  any  other  private  perfon,  befides  them  two  : 
Upon  which  Mr.  Jijlahie  faid,  '  He  thought  there 
'  was  no  hurt  m  burning  accounts  that  were  made  up 
'  and  cancelled,  and  in  which  no  body  had  any  con- 

*  cern  but  Mr.  Hawes  and  himfelf.'  Thefe  exami- 
nations being  over,  the  Lord  Onflow  ftood  up,  and 
aflced.  Whether,  in  the  opinion  of  their  Lordfhips, 
any  mifchief  had  happened  to  the  public  ?  And  be- 
ing anfwered  by  another  Lord,  Yes,  without,  doubt 
a  great  deal:  But,  added  my  Lord  Onflow,  it  feems 
no  body  has  done  it  \  S'w  John  Blunt  k  innocent,  Sir 
John  Fellows  knows  nothing  of  the  matter,  none  of 
the  diredors  were  let  into  the  fecret,  Mr.  Afl^abie  has 
done  no  hurt:  Therefore,  my  Lords,  I  move  to  ad- 
journ •,  which  was  done  accordingly.^ 

The  next  day  the  Lords  went  again  into  a  Com- 
mittee upon  that  part  of  the  dire(?tors  bill  relating 
to  Mr.  Aiflahie  \  and  the  Lord  "Trevor  (landing  up, 
faid,  '  That  from  any  evidence  that  had  yet  appended 
'  before  them,  he  could  not  fee  that  there  was  fufiici- 

*  ent  ground  to  infcrt  Mr.  Aiflabie's  name  in  the  bill, 
«  andlo  involve  him  in  thefamepunifhment  with  the 

'  diredors  j 
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*  diredors  ;  and  therefore,  before  they  proceeded 
'  farther,  he  thought  it  necefiliry  to  fend  to  the  fecrct 

*  Committee,  to  lay  before  them  their  whole  evi- 
^  dence.'  This  motion  was  feconded  by  the  Lord 
HarcGurt  ;  but  the  fame,  if  carried,  being  like  to 
embroil  both  houfes  in  dangerous  difpiites,  the  Lord 
Falmouth  m.oved  for  adjourning  during  pleafure, 
which  was  agreed  to.  After  a  fhort  adjournment, 
their  Lordfhips  confidered  what  was  fit  to  be  done 
rn  fo  nice  and  critical  an  affair  -,  and,  at  lad,  agreed 
to  call  in  and  examine  firft  Mr.  Sunnan,  and  after 
him  Mr.  PFeymondfold,  the  former  of  whom  depofed, 
and  the  other  confirmed,  that  Mr.  JiJIabid  had  South- 

Jea  flock  transferred  to  him  feveral  times  to  the  value 
of  above  30,000  /.  for  which,  they  knew  not  that  he 
ever  paid  any  thing.  After  this,  Mr.  Aifiabie  was 
called  in,  and  ordered  to  make  his  defence,  which 
he  did  in  the  following  fpeech. 

My  Lords^ 

*  T  Appear  at  your  Lordfhips  bar,    by  your  per-  Mr.^ijJa- 

c     i  n-  u    u        ^     •  r  •    n.  *'«'«  Speech 

'   i   million,  to  be  heard,  m  my  own  per  ion  agamlt  totheLwd*. 

*  that  part  of  the  bill,  now  depending  before  your 
^  Lordfhips,  which  affedls  myfelf. 

*  1  have  been  long  confined,  by  order  of  the  houfe 
^  of  Commons,    under  whofe  difpleafure  I  am  un- 

*  happily  Mkii,  ror  want,  perhaps,  of  proper  ta- 
^  lents  to  ^^xpJain  and  fupport  my  own  innocence •,  for 

*  which  reafon,!  wifh  your  Lordfhips  would  have  in- 

*  dulged  me  fo  fir,  as  to  have  heard  me  by  myCoun- 
^  fel  in  the  ufual  manner,  in  a  caufe  where  my  pro- 

*  perty,  my  liberty,  and,  for  aught  I  know,my  life 
f  may  be  concerned. 

*  I  mufl  own,  my  Lords,    I  come  very  ill  pre- 

*  pared  to  make  my  defence  againft  fuch  parts  of 

*  this  long  and  perplexed  bill  as  leem  to  relate  to  me : 

*  It  hath  received  fo  many  alterations  in  the  tedious 

*  paffage  it  made  through  the  other  houfe,  that  it  was 
9  impoirible  to  learn  how  far  I  was  afFeded  by  it, 

H  z  <-  'till 
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*  'till  it  was  pafh  ;  and  it  hath  made  To  quick  a  pro- 

*  grefs  in  this  houfe,  that  I  have  fcarce  been  able  to 
'  get  a  copy  of  it,  before  I  am  brought  before  your 

*  Lordfhips,  to  make  my  defence  againft  it. 

'  It  was  fome  furprize  to  me,    my  Lords,  after 

*  what  had  pafied  in  the  houfe  of  Commons,  and  af- 

*  ter  a  bill  had  been  ordered,  and  was  brought  in,  to 
'  make  me  difcover  my  effects,  and  to  reftrain  me 
'  from  going  out  of  the  kingdom  •,  I  fay,  it  was  fome 

*  furprize  to  me  to  find  myfelf  tranflated,  all  on  a 
'  fuddeujinto  this  bill  againft  the  dire6lors,under  the 
'  new-fafhioned  term  of  confolidation,  without  any 

*  new  offence  given,  or  caufe  affigned,  that  is  fit  to 
'  be  mentioned  in  this  place.    However,  my  Lords, 

*  I  now  find  myfelf  tacked  to  them  and  their  un- 

*  happy  fate. 

'  My  Lords,  it  concerns  me  much  to  know  the 
'  caufe  of  this  extraordinary  proceeding,  the  reafons 
'  of  thefe  cruel  and  new-invented  punifliments,  and 
'  the  fads  that  are  to  make  out  the  crimes  alledged 
'  againft  me  in  the  preamble  of  this  bill. 

'  I  have  carefully  perufed  and  examined  it,  and 

*  inquired  into  all  the  fteps  it  has  taken  fince  I  was 

*  heard  in  my  place  in  the  houfe  of  Commons,againft 
•^  a  charge  contained  in  the  report  of  the  fecret  Com- 
'  mittee,  and  I  find  nothing  but  what  is  new  and  ex- 

*  traordinary  throughout  the  whole.     I  was  heard,, 

*  my  Lords,  I  fay,  upon  the  report  of  jthe  fecret 
«  Committee,  containing  many  loofe  and  uncertain 
'  fads  as  to  me,  and,  as  it  feems,  innocent,  or  inef- 

*  fe(5tual  to  any  one  befides. 

'  I  thought  1  had  given  intire  fatisfaflion  to  that 

*  afTembly,  of  my  innocence,  when  I  found  it  was 
'  the  pleafure  of  the  houfe  that  I  fliould  withdraw 
'  before  any  queftion  was  moved  or  ftated  upon  pa- 
'  per,  as  is  ufual  ;    it  was  impolTible  therefore  to 

*  know  my  crimes,  or  the  fadls  upon  which  they 
«  were  grounded,  fo  as  to  be  able  to  make  a  proper 

*  defence 
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^  defence  there,  before  I  withdrew,  tho'  I  had  been 

*  very  well  prepared  to  do  it,  as  i  think  I  was. 

'  But,  my  Lords,  as  this  never  happened  to  any 
^  Commoner  before  •,  fo  my  Lords,  in  the  warrant 
'  by  which  I  was  committed  to  the  Tower ^  I  find  no 
'  caufe  affigned  for  my  commitment,  as  has  always 

*  been  pradifed  in  the  like  cafes. 

'  Thus  far,  my  Lords,    I  was  at  a  lofs  even  for 

*  my  crimes  ;  but  the  next  day  the  votes  of  the  Houfe 

*  of  Commons  prefented  me  with  a  view  of  many 
^  extraordinary  crimes  contained  in  feveral  refolu- 

*  tions :  Crimes  which  my  foul  abhors,  and  of  which, 

*  my  Lords,  I  do  in  this  place,  and  at  this  bar,  de- 

*  dare  I  am  entirely  innocent.     I  faw  in  the  fame 

*  votes  an  order  for  a  bill  to  be  brought  in,    to  in- 

*  quire  into  my  eflate,  &c.  I  perceived  that  bill  to 
^  make  a  flow  progrefs  for  fome  time,  till,  from  fome 

*  frefli  difpleafure  conceived  againil  me,  it  changed 

*  its  Ihapeat  once,  and  became  a  billofpunifhment, 
f  and  not  of  inquiry,  or  at  leaft  of  inquiry  as  in 

*  cafes  of  felons  convid,    tho'  I  had  never  had  any 

*  trial. 

'  This  way  of  dealing  with  an  Englijh  fubjedt,  is 
*-  unknown  to  the  laws  diEngland\  I  fay,  my  Lords, 
^  firft  topunifli,  and  then  inquire,  the  law  abhors. 

*  However,  my  Lords,  I  thought  my  felf  fure 
^  of  the  eleven  refolutions  contained  in  the  votes  of  the 
'  Houfe  of  Commons,  as  the  ground  of  the  charge  a- 

*  gainft  me  *,  refolutions  that  have  been  fent  abroad, 
'  and  have  made  me  the  objed  of  public   odium 

*  throughout  the  kingdom.   I  had  prepared  my  felf 

*  to  anfwer  to  this  charge  upon  every  article.     But 

*  here,  my  Lords,  I  found  my  felf  again  difappointed  ; 
'  and  thefe  very  articles  for  which  I  had  been  brand- 
«  ed,  expelled,  and  committed  to  the  Tower  for  fo 
'  many  months,difappeared  at  once,and  were,(if fame 

*  be  not  a  lyar)rejed:ed  by  one  of  the  very  perfons  that 
^  moved  them,  as  fo  many  loop-holes  through  which 

*  an  innocent  man  might  efcape, 

"^  i  'So 
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«  So  here,  my  Lords,   1  am  at  a  lofs  again  ;  the 

<  puniHiments  are  enacted,  the  moft  cruel  torturing 
'  punifhments,  before  any  charge  is  made,  or  any 
'  fads  alledged,and  at  laft  it  is  fent  up  to  your  Lord- 

*  fliips  with  a  charge  of  crimes,  without  any  fa6ls  at 
'  all  to  fupport  that  charge.  Give  me  leave,  my 
«  Lords,  to  fay,  that  this,  above  all  the  other   ex- 

*  traordinary  fteps,  is  moft  new  and  unprecedented. 
'  An  attainder,  like  this,  without  any  legal  charge  in 
'  it,  tacked  to  another  that  muft  pafs,  is  a  com- 
^  plicated  mifchief :  An  attainder  of  itfelf  is  uncom- 
«'  mon,  and  generally  abhorred  :  An  attainder  tacked 
'  is  entirely  new  and  unparliamentary  :  An  attainder 
'  without  t ids  afcertained,  is  not  only  newand  dan- 

*  gerous,    but  againfl  the  very  principles  of  juftice, 

*  and  the  laws  of  the  land  in  all  cafes. 

'  For  this  reafon,  my  Lords,  I  have  humbly  re- 
^  prefented  to  you  the  difficulties  I  lay  under  in  re- 
«  fpecl  to  rny  defence,  from  the  uncertainty  of  my 

<  charge,  for  want  ot  facts  (fated  to  fupport  it,  and 
«  without  which  it  is  properly  no  charge  at  all. 

"  '  Your  Lordfhips  have  thought  fit  to  defire,  at  a 

*  conference  with  the  Commons,  to  have  this  defedt 
^  fupplied  ;  and  they  have  accordingly  delivered  to 
«  your  LcrdlUps  a  paper,  a  copy  whereof  you  hav» 

*  been  p leafed  to  give  me,  in  order  to  my  defence, 
«  wliich  I  thercfoie  take  leave  to  read  to  your  Lord- 

*  fhips, 

YOUR  Lordfhips,  as  before,  p,  2. 
*  My  Lords,  upon  perufai  of  this  paper,  I  find 
«  only  two  fads  mentioned,  which  if  proved,  are 
'  no   crimes,  and  of  no  relation  to  the  preamble  of 

*  the  bill.  For  as  in  the  preamble  there  were  crimes 
^  alledged  without  fads,  fo  in  this  paper  there  are 

*  fads    without  crimies  :   Your  Lordfhips  upon  this 

*  extraordinary  occafion  defired  this  conference  with 
'  the  Commons,  in  order  to  be  informed  of  the  fads 

*  that  were  the  ground  of  their  charge.     They  have 

'  been 


A.  i72t,        DEBATES.  103 

*  been  pleafed  to  refer  your  Lordfhips  to  that  part  of 

*  the  preamble  relating  to  the  directors,  by  which 
'  they  fay  the  charge  againft  me  is  to  be  explained. 

*  I  have  examined  this  p:\n  of  the  preamble,  and  atn 

*  intirely  at  a  lois  to  find  one  fa(5l   dated  in  it  j    the 

*  whole  is  general  and  moil  uncertain,  and  amounts 
'  to  no  charge  at  all :  That  pare  of  the  preamble  rc- 
^  lating  to  me,  is  ib  far  from  being  explained  by  it, 
^  that  it  is  made  more  perplexed  and  unintelligible. 

'  My  Lords,  it  is  a  ftrange  circumftance  that  at- 
^  tends  my  cafe  :  I  (land  here  accufed,  and  ready  to 
'  make  my  defence  before  your  Lordfhips  my  judges, 
/  Your  Lordfhips  are  at  a  lofs  to  know  upon  whaC 
^  fadls  to  try  me ;   you  have  inquired  of  the  Com- 

*  mons  my  accufers,  and  are  no  better  informed ; 
^  but  on  my  part,  my  Lords,  it  is  yet  more  extraor- 
*•  dinary  ;  the  accufed  is  put  under  a  necefTity  to  find 
'  out  fa6ls  to  fupport  the  charge  of  his  accufers.  Was 
^  any  proceeding  like  this  ever  known  before  ?  No, 
^  my  Lords,  the  bill  of  attainder  againft  my  Lord 
^  Strafford  was  extorted  from  the  legiflature,  by  farce 
'  and  violence,  and  in  fome  refpe61:,    like  this,  un- 

*  der  colour  of  appeafing  the  deluded  people.  Vain 

*  imagination !  This  conceflion  of  our  anceilors 
^  made  way  for  all  the  miferies  that  followed.  But 
^  cruel  and  unjuft  as  it  was,  there  were  fa6ls  itated 
'  in  that  bill  to  charge  that  noble  Lord,  and  his  ac- 
'  cufers  came  like  men  to  this  bar  to  make  them 
'  good  •,   but  where  are  my  accufers,    my  Lords  ? 

.'  Where  are  the  flicls?  And  where  is  their  evidence  ? 

*  Whs  there  ever  any  accufation  that  proceeded  from 
'  a  fecret  committee  before,  that  was  not  made  good 
^  at  this  bar  by  thofe  who  are  fuppofed  to  know  the 

*  fafls  beft^and  v/ho  have  obliged  the  public  with  their 

*  difcoveries  ?  Why  do  they  decline  to  give   your 

*  Lordfliips  and  the  public  this  fatisfaflion  ?  My 
'  Lords,  I  find,  to  fave  this  trouble,  they  refer  you 

-  *  to  the  notoriety  of  the  fads :  Strange  notoriety  of 
^  fac^s,  that  are  not  vet  revealed,  and  to  which  there 

H  4  '  is 
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*  is  no  evidence.     Was  this  expreffion  ever  ufed  be- 

*  fore  at  any  conference  ?  In  any  a6l  of  Parliament  ? 

*  Or  did  it  ever  approach  this  bar  before  ?  -Pray,  my 

*  Lords,  what  does  it  mean?  If  it  means  common 
'  fame  or  public  clamour,  thanks  to  the  arts  of  my 

*  enemies,  I   have  had  my  full  (hare,    and  felt  the 

*  cruel  effects  of  it:  But  if  fame  is  to  be  a  guide  in 
'  judicial  proceedings,-and  in  criminal  cafes,  there  is 
'  no  head  fafe  •,  we  are  all  in  the  power  of  whifper- 

*  ers  and  defamers.     But  has  public  fame  ever  been 

*  thought  fufficient  to  convidtion  ?  No,  my  Lords, 
'  public  fame  has  been  faid  to  be  a  ground  of  inqui- 

*  ry,  but  never  of  condemnation.     The  Commons, 

*  in  the  cafe  of  the  Duke  of  Buckhingbam^    i  Car. 

*  I.    did,  at  the  inftance  of  Dr.  ^urner^  declare, 

*  that  common  fame  was  a  good  ground  of  inqui- 
'  ry  or  prefentment ;   but   as  this  was  complained 

*  of  by  the  crown  as  an  unparliamentary  proceeding, 

*  the  Commons,  in  their  remonftrance  a  little  time 
'  after,  receded  from  this  pretence,  and  affirmed 
'  tneir  proceedings  to  be  grounded  upon  their  own 
'  knowledge,  or  proof,  by  the  examination  of  wit- 
'  neiTes  and  other  evidence  *,  and  in  every  article  of 

*  their  accufation  the  particular  fad:s  are  exprefled  : 

*  but  this  is  not  my  cafe,  my  Lords  •,  I  fee  no  Fa6ls 

*  charged  upon  me,  I  hear  of  none  ;  it  is  vain  to 
'  make  a  defence  againft  nothing  j  'tis  fighting  with 
'  the  air. 

'  But  fince,   my  Lords,  the  Commons  have  re- 

*  commended  fome  witnefTes  to  your  Lordfhips, 
'  who,  they  fay,  did,    in  their  opinion,   make    out 

*  the  allegations  in  the  bill  5  pray  let  me  examine 
'  what  the  allegations  in  the  bill  are,  and  how  they 

*  were  made  out  by  the  witnefTes,  who  have  been 
'  examined  before  your  Lordfliips. 

'  My  Lords,  in  that  part  of  the  preamble  of  the 
'  bill  which  charges   me,  it  isalledgen,    that  7^/^^^ 

*  Aifiahle^  Efq-,   late  Chancellor  and  Under-treafur- 

*  er  of  the  Eyxhcqiter^  and  one  of  the  Comniifiion- 

^  ers 
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^  ers  of  his  Majefty's  Treafury,  and  a  member  of  the 
^  houfe  of  Commons,   in  breach  of  thegreat  truft  in 

*  him  repofed,  and  with  a  view  to  his  own  exorbitant 

*  profit,  has  combined  with  the  faid  diredlors  of 
'  the  South-fea  Company  in  their  pernicious  pra6l ices, 

*  and  has  been  guilty  of  mod  dangerous  and  infa- 

*  mous  corruption,  to  the  detriment  of  great  num- 
'  bers  of  his  Majefty's  fubjeds,  and  manifell  preju- 
'  dice  of  the  public  credit,  and  of  the  trade  of  this 

*  kingdom. 

*  My  Lords,  in  confidering  this  charge,  I  am  at 

*  a  lofs  to  find  in  what  capacity  I  am  accufed  of 
'  breach  of  truft.     The  title  of  Chancellor  of  the 

*  Exchequer  ftands  there,  1  fuppofe,  Ornamenti gra- 

*  /fi2  ; 'tis  an  office  of  great  honour  and  dignity,  but 

*  has  no  relation  to  this  affair,  or  to  the  execution 
'  of  the  South-fea  fcheme  -,    nor  is  that  officer  fo 

*  much  as  mentioned  in  any  a6t  of  Parliament  fince 

*  the  firft  conftitution  of  the  company  ;  it  is  a  di- 

*  ftindl  office  from  the  Treafury,  and  in  fome  inftan- 
'  ces  without  much  influence,  tho*  joined  in  Com- 

*  miflion  in  that  board. 

'  I  muft  then  ftand  accufed  as  one  of  the  Com  mi  f- 

*  fioners  of  the  Treafury,  or  as  a  member  of  Parlia- 
'  ment,  or  both. 

*  I  flatter  myfelf,  my  Lords,  that  I  have  acquit- 

*  ted  myfelf  in  thefe  two  capacities  with  the  fame 
'  integrity  and  good  faith  as  the  reft  of  my  brethren  ; 

*  nor  can  I  underftand  how  1  could  commit  any  one 

*  ad  in  breach  of  my  truft,  as  one  of  theCommif- 
'  fioners  of  the  Treafury,  without  the  participation 
'  of  at  leaft  two  of  the  fame  board. 

*  I  have  perufed  the  ads  of  Parliament  relating 
^  to  the  execution  of  the  South-fea  fcheme,  and  de- 

*  fire  they  ^ay  be  read,  that  it  may  be  feen  how  far 

*  the  Treafury  were  concerned, or  were  intrufted  with 
^  any  part  of  the  execution  of  the  fcheme,  that  we 
^  may  know  wherein  this  truft  confifted,  and  fo  have 
I  recourfe  to  fuch  fads  as  may  charge  me  and  others 

'  with 
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*  with  a  breach  of  it.  My  Lords,  I  know  of  no- 
'  thing  that  concerns  the  Treafury,    in  thofc  a6ls, 

*  but  v/hat  relates  to  the  making  forth  and  iiTuing 
'  the  Ei^ichequer  bills  to  be  lent  to  the  Company,  be- 

*  fides  the  conflitution  of  CommifTioners  relating  to 

*  the  raking  in  of  the  public  debts,  which  commif- 
'  fion  your  Lordfliips  have  affirmed  :  And  as  to 

*  thofe  bills,  my   Lords,  no  man  has  accufed  me, 

*  not  Sir  John  Blunt  himfelf ;  he  tells  you  upon  his 

*  examination  here,  as  he  told  the  other  houfe  be- 
'  fore,  that  he  took  it  to  be  the  fenfe  of  the  houfe  of 

*  Commons,  that  the  Company  might  lend  out  the 

*  Exchequer  h'xWs  upon  their  fbock,  having  been  ad- 

*  mitted  to  hear  the  debates  of  the  houfe  upon  that 
«  occafion,  and  that  they  were  therefore  fo  lent  outo 

'  My  Lords,    there  is  not  one    word   more  in 

*  all  thofe  adcs  of  Parliament  that  implies  any  far- 
'  ther  truft,  nor  is  there  any  power  given  or  re- 
'  ferved  to  the  CommifTioners  of  the  Treafury  to 
'^  direct    or  controul    the  diredlors,   but  what  has 

*  been  literally  purfued  by  the  Treafury.     Where 

*  then  is  this  breach  of  trufl  in   me,    as  one  of  the 

*  CommifTioners  of  the  Treafury  ?  Is  there  any  truft 

*  repofed  in  me,  in  any  capacity,  that  makes  me  re- 

*  fponfible  to  the  South-'fea  Company  .?  If  not,  how 

*  comes  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  one 

*  fingle  CommilTioner  of  the  Treafury,  to  be  con- 
'  fifcated  for  the  ufe  of  fome  of  his  fellow-fubjects 

*  for  breach  of  trull  ? 

'  If  then  this  breach  of  trufl:  is  no  where  to  be 

*  found,  let  us  examine  next,  wherein  I  have  com- 

*  bined  Vv'ith  the  late  directors  in  their  pernicious 
'  practices.     By  the  reference  the  Commons  make 

*  to  the  matters  of  fa6l,  fuggefted  in  the  former  part 

*  of  the  preamble  of  the  bill  relating  to   thedirec- 

*  tors,  one  might  exped:  to  find  thele  practices  ^tt 
'  forth  there,  in  order  to  make  out  the  charge  of 

*  which  they  iland  accufed. 

'  My 


A.  172 1.        DEBATES.  107 

'  My  Lords,    I  have  looked  into  this  part  of 

*  the  preamble  relating  to  them,  and  find  it  is  on- 

*  Jy  faid,  that  they,  the  diredors,     under   colour 

*  of  the  late  a(51:,  have  carried  on  many  notorious, 

*  fraudulent,  indired  pradlices,  contrary  to  the  in- 
«  tention  of  the  faid  late  a6l,  not  only  to  the  im- 

*  menfe  lofs   of  the  Company,    to  feven   millions 

*  and  upwards,  but  the  great  detriment  of  the  pub- 

*  lie,  &'c.  But  the  particulars  of  thefe  pradlices  are 

*  no   where  fpecified :    I  have  heard,  indeed,  they 

*  once  flood  part  of  this  bill,  but  were  afterwards 

*  left  out  as  fo  many  incumbrances  upon  it  ;  and 

*  if  1  may  be  allowed  to  take  notice  of  what  the 
'  Commons   upon  deliberation    have    fuppreft,    I 

*  would  acquaint  your  Lordlhips,    that  that    part 

*  of  the  preamble  of  the  bill  which  relates  to  the  per- 

*  nicious  pradices   of  the  late  directors,  as  tending 

*  to  the  immenfe  lofs  of  the  Company,  to  kven 
'  millions  and  upwards,  was  comprized  in  thefe 
'  words,  viz, 

'  That  the  diredors  have  been  guilty  of  feveral 

*  corruptions,  breaches  of  trull,  frauds^  and  abufes^ 
«  by  contriving  the  fictitious  (lock  of  574,500/* 
'  flock,  and  entering  it  in  their  books,  to  be  fold 
'  for  1,213,575/. 

'  That  they  alfo  lent  upon  flock,  or  pretended 
'  ftock,  contrary  to  the  refolutions  of  the  court  of 
'  diredors,  feveral  funis  amounting  to  5)43,631/. 
^  over  and  above  the  500,000  /.  to  which  the  loans 
'  were  reflrained  ;  and  more,  406,903  /.  over  and 
'  above  the  fums  limited  to  be  lent  •,  and  more,  fe- 
'  veral  fums  beyond  what  they  were  limited,  which 
'  excefTcs  amount  in  the  whole  to  3,746,467  /. 

'  That  they  alfo  lent  upon  fubfcription- receipts 
'  2,2i5),o89/.  without  authority  from  the  Compa- 
'  ny,  which  loans,  or  pretended  loans,  upon  the 
^  flocks  and  fubfcriptions,  amount  in  the  whole  to 

'  Fidlitious 
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/. 

Fi6litious  flock 15213,575 

Total  on  ilock  and  fubfcriptions 5i9^3^35'^ 

*  Here,   my  Lords,  you  have  a  plain  account  of 

*  all  the  diredlors  pernicious  practices  ;  let  it  now 

*  be   inquired,  what   evidence  has   been  given  to 

*  your  Lord  111  ips,  to  make  out  my  having  combi- 

*  ned  with  them  in  all,  or  any  of  thofe  pradlices. 

*  As  to  the  firft  article,  in  relation  to  their  con- 

*  triving  the  fi6litious  flock  of  574,500  /.  and  en- 
'  tering  it  in  their  books,  to  be  fold   1,213,575/. 

*  there  is  not  one  word  faid  by  any  of  the  diredlors, 
^  that  I  was  privy  to  it,  or  that  they  ever  heard,  or 
^  fufpecfhed,  or  that  there  was  even  fo  much  as  a 
'  whifper  among  them,  that  I  had,  or  was  to  have 

*  any  part  of  it;  and  the  fecret  Committee  them- 
'  felves,  after  having,  in  the  mofl  extraordinary, 

*  as  well  as  the  mofl  folemn  manner,  examined 
'  them  all  to  this  fa6l^  were  pleafed  to  fay,  there 

*  was  no  fuch  charge  again fl  me. 

'  As  this  was   the  fund  for  all   the   corruption, 

*  and  the  fource  of  all  our  misfortunes,  I  think 
'  myfelf  extremely  happy,  let  my  fate  be  what  it 
«  will,  that  I  fland  clear  and  acquitted,  in  the 
^  judgment  of  my  worfl  enemies,  of  this  criminal 
'  and  curfed  tranfadion.  And  as  this  was  a  work 
^  of   darknefs,    that  has    not  yet    been   perfedlly 

*  brought  to  light,  and  as  it  was  in  its  nature  fuch, 
^  as   carried  the  greatefl  fecrecy  and  fecurity    with 

*  it ;  and  as  I  am  the  perfon  fuppofed  to  have  been 
^  the   author  of  the  fcheme,    and  the  diredlor  of 

*  the   diredors,  and    one  who  commanded  every 

*  thing,  is  it  pofTible  to  imagine,  that  I  fhould 
^  negkd  to  take  my  fhare  of  this  mighty  harvefl;^. 

*  and 
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'  and  truft  to  the  fecrecy  of  an  infamous  broker, 

*  and  the  hazard  of  an  open  market  ? 

*  Butnotwithftanding  the  fecret  Committee,  who 

*  fpared  no  pains  in  their  inquiries  relating  to  me, 

*  have  not  thought  fit    to    charge   me    upon  this 

*  head,  but  have  intirely  acquitted  me,  I  find  fome 

*  notice  is  taken  of  what  Mr.  Wurman  has  faid  con- 
'  cerning    the   green    book,    wherein  he  faw  my 

*  name  to  an  account  that  was  ballanced  :  Whate- 
'  ever  notice  your  Lordfhips  are  pleafed  to  take  of 

*  that  information,  the  gentlemen  of  the  fecret 
'  Committee  knew  better  than  to  infift  upon  it  in 

*  their  charge,  fince  that  account  is  faid  to  be  after 
'  the  bill  was  pafl,  and  to  be  ballanced  ;  and  con- 
'  fequently,  I  muil  have  it  to  produce,  unlefs  by 
'  fome  extraordinary  accident,  or  artifice,  I  fhould 

*  have  loft  it.     But  as  Mr.  Surman  has  proved,  that 

*  Knight  kept  my  cafli  long    before    the  fcheme 

*  took  place,    and  was  indebted  to  me  for  a  great 

*  fum  in  November  1719,  fo,  my  Lords,  I  declare  I 

*  am  not  concerned  how  thofe  accounts  are  expo- 
'  fed,  if  they  can  pofTibly  be  brought  to  light ;  and 

*  as  I  have  this  account  mentioned  by  Mr.  Surman^ 
^  to  produce,  if  your  Lordfhips  require  it, 
'  fo  I  wifh  from  the]  bottom  of  my  foul,  that 
'  the  green  book,  fo  famous  in  ftory,  may  be  pro- 
<  duced  (as  perhaps  it  may)  before  it  be  buried  in 
'  oblivion. 

*  The  diredlors,  and  others,  examined  to  the 
'  reft  of  the  articles,  making  up  the  feven  mil- 
'  lions  and  upwards,  do  all  declare,  that  I  was  not 

*  privy,  or  in  any  manner  a  party  to  their  tranf- 
'  anions,  or  in  the  leafl  contributed  to  the  lols 
'  fullained   by  the  Company  in  any  article  of  that 

'  account-:     As  thefe  proceedings  were  the  chief,     ^ 
'  if  not  the  only   caufes  of  the  misfortunes  of  the 
'  company,  and  the  public,  I  am   Hill  extremely 

*  at  a  lofe  to  know  what  the  pernicious  praclices 

'  were 
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*  were,  that  can  make  me  an  accomplice  or  con- 
^  federate  with  the  diredors. 

'  The  felling  of  their  own   ftock,  and   buying 

*  it  for  the  Company,  could  not,  in  its  nature,  be 

*  communicated  to   me,    and  has  been  denied  by 

*  them  all. 

*  The   declaring   the  great  dividends  at  30  per 

*  cefit,  for  Chrtfi?nas,  and  not  lefs  than  ^o  per  cent, 
«  for  not  lefs  than  12  years  after,  was  a  tranfadlion 
^  when  I  was   in  the  Norths  and  they  all  declare  I 

*  knew  nothing  of  it. 

*  The  additions  to  the  firft  and  fecond  fubfcrip- 
^  tions,  and  the  deficiencies  of  the  third  and  fourth 
'  fubfcriptions,  are  attefled  to  be  done  without  my 

*  privity  or  advice  : 

*  And  as  to  the  taking  in  any  of  the    fubfcrip- 

*  tions  at  what  price  foever,  Sir  Theodore  Janjfeny 
*■  and  others,  have  told  your  Lordfhips,  they  were 

*  done  at  the  inftance  of  Sir  John  Blunt  folely,  by 
'  flarts  and  furprize,  and  agreed  to,  the  fame  day, 
^  without  fending  to,  or  advifing  with  Mr.  Aijlahicy 
'  or  any  body  elfe. 

'  Here,    my  Lords,  you  have  all  the  fidls  and 

*  pernicious  pradices  with  which  the  diredlors  are 
'  charged,  either  by  the   refolutions  of  the  Lords 

*  or  Commons  ;  and  here  is  not  one  witnefs  that 
"*  has  been  examined  before  year  Lordfhips,  that 
f  hath  not  intirely  acquitted  me  of  any  combina- 
«  tion  with  them,  in  thefe,  or  any  other  of  their 
«  pernicious  pra^flices.     Thefe   are  the  contents  of 

*  this  general  charge  of  the  Commons  againft  me, 
'  as  far  as  I  can  colled:  them,  and  which  have  re- 
^  quired  more  pains  to  difcover  and  but  together, 
^  then  it  has  done  to  anfwer  them. 

'  I  Hiall  now  proceed,  my  Lords,  to  examine  the 

*  only  two  fafts  which  the  Commons  have  thought 

*  fit  to  lay  before  your  Lordfhips,  and  delivered  at 

*  the  conference 

'  The 
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'  The  firfl  of  thefe  is  faid  to  be  grounded  upon 
^  my  own  confcrffion  in  my  place  in  the  houfe  of 
•^  Commons,  viz.  That  on  the  3d  and  19th  of 
'  December  17 19,    2.2OOO/.    South-fea  flock    was 

*  bought  by  Mr.  Robert  Knight ^  late  cafhier  of 
'  the  South-fea  company,  for  me  •,  and,  that  I  de- 
^  Jivered    into  the  Commons  a  paper  of  the  hand 

*  writing  of  Mr.  Knight^  containing  part  of  an  ac- 
^  count,  in  the  words  following 

/.         J. 
I7ip. 
Bee.    q.  To  South-fea  bouo;ht5   loooo  LI 

^       at  123         -^—  j- 12300  00 

ip.  Bought  more  12000/.  at  116  \    151 80  oq 

To  \  per  cent,  paid  S,  Strode  12000  Liy  10 

To  i  part  2 1 7  /.  10  J.  loft  as  above  108  15 

24.  To  calh  paid  back      — —  183  15 

27800  00 


Dec,  10.  Received  in  Bank  notes   •- 1^300  00 

15).  Received  more  in  full ^5. 1^0  00 

■  ■'  ■ 

27800  CO' 


*  My  Lords,  I  have  thegreateO:  honour  and  re- 
gard for  the  houfe  of  Commons  imaginable, 
and  fliall  always  pay  the  great  deference  to 
every  thing  that  proceeds  from  them  ;  even  their 
cenfure,  and  my  misfortunes,  I  bear  v/ith  pati- 
ence, and  fubmilTion  to  their  authority  :  And  as 
I  am  fenfible  their  difpleafure  was  drawn  upon 
me  by  unlucky  incidents,  and  want  of  opportu- 
nity of  underilanding  the  truth  of  my  cafe,  fo 
I  doubt  not  but  they  will  be  pleafed  that  1  have 
this  opportunity  of  defending  my  innocence,  and 
clearing  it  from  the  millakes  and  general  preju- 
dice under  which  I  have  been  unhappily  oppreff- 
cd  ;  nor  can  their  honour  be  concerned,  or  that 

'  of 
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*  of  the  fecret  Committee,  if  I  am  acquitted  by 
'  your  Lordfhips  of  the  crimes  laid  to  my  charge, 

*  if  they  appear  to  your  Lordlhips  to  be  ill- 
'  grounded  ;  I  fhall  therefore  take  the  liberty  to 
'  fay^  I  am  extremely  furprifed  to  find  the  Com- 
'  mons  make  ufe  of  the  word  confefTion  upon  this 
*■  occafllon.     ConfelTion,   my  Lords,  implies  guilt, 

*  and  is  the  declaration  of  fome  fadl  fuppofed  to 
'  be  criminal  :  But  this  is  not  my  cafe,  nor,  with 
'  fubmiiTion,  is  it  the  fad  ;  this  paper,  my  Lords, 
'  this  account  proved  by   Mr.  Surman^  and  allow- 

*  ed  by  the  Houfe  of  Commons    to  be  an  account 

*  of  (lock  bought  and    paid  for  with  my  own  mo- 

*  ney    in  the  beginning  of  December    17 19,   was 

*  produced  by  me  in  the  Houfe  of  Com.mons  in 

*  my  own  juftification,  to  prove  a  valuable  con- 
'  fideration  in  Mr.  Knight\  hands,  and  fecurity 
'given  for  20,000/.    South-fea  flock,    bought   the 

*  beginning  o\  March  following,  and  paid  for  by 
'  Mr.  KnigbL     This,  with  other  effeds  of  mine  of 

*  great  value,  were  proved  to  be  in  his  hands  at 

*  that  time,  more  than  fafHcient  to  anfwer  the  va- 
^  lue  of  the  faid  20,000/.  floclc,  bought  by  my  or- 
^  dcTy  by  iVIr.  IVeymondfold^  whereof,  if  any  doubt 
^  remain,  I  am  ready  to  produce  the  mofl  authen- 
'  tic  vouchers. 

'  This  paper,produced  as  an  evidence  by  meagainfl 
'  a  charge  of  corruption,    is  now,  by  an  unaccount- 

*  able  turn,  made  an  article  of  corruption  it  {t\^^ 
'  or  at  leaft  tending  to  fupport  the  charge  in  the 
'  preamble  in  fome  manner.  I  cannot  very  well 
'  guefs  what  the  Commons  would  infer  from  this 
'  account,  or  what  it  tends,  to  j  1  fuppofe  it  is 
'  meant  to  Ihew,  that  it  was  done  with  a  view  to 
'  the  Icheme  which  afterwards  took  place,  and  to 
'  my   own  exorbitant  gain,    fince  they  are  pleafed 

*  aftiT wards  to  fubjoin  this  obfervation  :  That  up- 

*  on   the    20ih    oVJanuary  171 9,    the    Commons 

*  refolvsd,  that  their  houfe  would,  upon  the  22d 

of 
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'  of  that  month,  refolve  itfelf  into  a  Committee  of 

*  the  whole  houfe,  to  confider  of  that  part  of  his 
^  Majefly's  Speech  which  related  to  the  public  debts, 

*  which  the  houfe  did  accordingly  ;  and  that  after- 

*  wards,  on  the  27th  of  January^    the  houfe  again 

*  refolved  itfelf  into  the  faid  Committee,  and  the 

*  Committee  did  then  receive  propofals  from  the 
^  South-fea  company  for  paying  the  public  debts. 

'  One  would  think  that  from  this  obfervation, 
'  which  the  Commons  themfelves  have  made,  there 
'  needs  no  other  proof,  to  fhew  that  the  flock 
^  bought  in  the  beginning  of  D^r^^^^r  1719,  could 

*  not  be  bought  with  a  view  to  the  fcheme,  that 

*  was  not  accepted  'till  two  months  after  •,  and  if  it 
'  had  been  fo,  it  would  have  been  no  more  thaa 
'  every  Chancellor    of  the    Exchequer   hath  done 

*  at  all  times  before  me  •,  nay,  I  may  venture  to 
'  affirm,  it  hath  been  looked  upon  as  incumbent  up- 

*  on  the   Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer^  and  all   the 

*  other  Officers  of  the  revenue,  to  encourage,  by 
^  their   examples,    all  public  undertakings  of  this 

*  kind  ;  and  it  mull  not  be  forgot,  that  at  the  firft 

*  eflablidiment  of  this   very  Company,    the   then 

*  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer^  and  feveral  greac 
'  officers  of  State,  did  condefcend  to  be  diredors  of 

*  this  Company,  which  was  never  thought  a  crime, 

*  whether  it  was  done  with  a  view  to  their  own  in- 

*  terefl,  or  not. 

*  But,  my  Lords,  I  will  fhew  that  this  flock  was 

*  not  bought  with  any  fuch  view,    and  if  it  were, 

*  that  it  does  not  make  good   any  one  part  of  the 

*  charge  in  the  bill;  for  as  it  was  bought  with  my 
'  own  money,  it  could  not  be  a  breach  of  trufl  in 

*  any  manner,  nor  could  it  be  a  dangerous  and  in- 

*  famous  corruption,  nor  could  it  be  in  confederacy 
'  with  the  diredlors  in  their  pernicious  pradices, 
'  which  are  defcribed  to  have  been  committed  by 
'  them  under  the  colour  of  the  late  aft,  and  therefore 
'  fubfequent  to  it  i  nor  was  it  bought  with  a  view  to 

Vol.  VIII.  I  'my 
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*  my  own  exorbitant  profit,  fince  it  was  not  only 

*  two  months  before  the  Commons  accepted  the 

*  propofals  of  the  South-fea  Company,  but  even  be- 

*  fore  the  fcheme  was  fo  much  as  communicated  to  me, 

*  and,  as  I  have  proved  to  your  Lordfliips,  was  fold 

*  out  again  that  very  morning  the  South- fea  Compa- 

*  ny  were  refolved  to  outbid  the  Bank^  and  carry 

*  their  point  at  all  hazards. 

*  My  Lords,  I  have  proved  to  your  Lordfhips, 

*  that  at  the  fame  time  that  I  bought  this  flock  in 

*  the  South- fea  Company,  I  bought  very  near  the 

*  like  value  in  the  Bank^  and  continued  it  there  af- 

*  ter  I  had  fold  out  of  the  South- fea ^  which  does  not 

*  look  like  partiality  to  the  South-fea  fcheme.  I  have 

*  fhewn  your  Lordfhips,  that  immediately  after  the 
«  South-fea  propofals  were  accepted,!  bought  into  the 

*  Eafl'India  Company,  and  not  into  the  South-fea 

*  Company,  which  is  fome  proof  that  I  had  no  great 

*  faith  in  their  fcheme,  nor  built  upon  it  with  a  view 

*  to  my  own  profit :   But  to  make  it  more  evident, 

*  that  this  fcheme  was  not  founded  by  me  in  that  ini- 
«  quity  as  is   fuppofed,  and  that  1  had  not  thofe 

*  views  that  are  laid  to  my  charge,  I  have  fhewn 

*  your  Lordfhips,  that  I  was  not  the  original  author 

*  or  promoter  of  this  fcheme  :  I  have  proved  by 
«  Sir  John  Blunts  that  he  firft  prefented  this  fcheme 

*  to  my  Lord  Stanhope^  foon  after  his  Majefly*s  re- 

*  turn  from   Hanover y  in    1 7 15).     That  my   Lord 

*  ^yi^^/z^^/^^jfometime  after,  communicated  this  fcheme 

*  to  me,  and  defired  me  to  talk  with  Sir  John  Blunt 

*  about  it;   and  that  accordingly,  about  the  latter 

*  tndo{  Decefnher^  I7IP>  I  defired  Mr.  Clayton  to 

*  meet  Sir  John  Blunts  and  Mr.  Knight^   at  my  own 

*  houfe,    to  confer  about  it ;   which  was   the  firfl 

*  time  that  I  talked  with  Sir  John  upon  that  fubjed:. 

*  So  that,  my  Lords,  it  is  mod  evident  that  the 

*  flock  bought  in  the  beginning  of  Decemher,  could 

*  not  be  bought  with  a    view  of  gain  from   this 

*  fcheme,  as  is  fuggefled  by  the  Commons  in  their 

*  paper. 
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paper,  fmcethe  very  fchemeitfelfwas  not  commu- 
nicated to  me  'till  the  latter  end  of  Decemher  ;  and 
taking  all  the  other  circumflances  along  with  it, 
that  have  been  explained  to  your  Lordfhips,  I  am 
fatisfied  you  mud  think,  that  the  Commons  could 
not  have  done  me  a  greater  fervice,  than  by  dating 
this  fad  as  the  chief  matter  of  their  accufation, 
which  hath  given  me  this  opportunity  of  clearing 
up  fome  miftakes,  and  laying  open  fome  fadls 
that  were  not  known  or  underftood  before. 
\,  Thus  having  cleared  up  this  matter  to  your 
Lordfhips,  I  fhall  proceed  toanfwerthe  next  and 
lafl  article  laid  to  my  charge,  as  it  was  delivered 
by  the  Commons  to  your  Lordfhips,  in  which  they 
give  your  Lordfhips  an  account  of  a  tranfadlion  in 
their  houfe, relating  to  the  cancelling  fome  accounts 
between  Mr.  Hawes  and  me.  I  do  not  find  that 
the  Commons  made  this  a  charge  againfl  me  in 
any  of  their  refolutions  that  night  they  committed 
me  to  the  Tower  ;  but  as  this  ftory  had  the  greatcfl 
effedl  to  inflame  and  raife  a  prejudice  againfl  me  in 
their  houfe,  fo  I  doubt  not  but  that  it  is  laid  before 
yourLordfhips,  in  this  folemn  manner,  with  an  ex- 
pedation  that  it  fhould  have  the  fame  effed  in  this 
houfe. 

*  My  Lords,  I  know  very  well  that  many  of  my 
Judges  in  the  other  houfe,  who  acquitted  me  of 
every  part  of  the  charge  brought  againfl  me,could 
not  get  over  this  flight,  this  ridiculous  incident.  I 
mufl  own,  my  Lords,  my  condudl  upon  that  oc-  , 
cafion  wasnot  fo  calm  and  circumfpeft  as  my  cir- 
cumflances required  ;  but  it  might  have  warmed  a 
man  of  a  much  more  even  temper  than  myfelf, 
to  fee  a  mofl  innocent  adtion  reprefcnted  in  fuch 
a  fufpicious  light  by  the  fecret  Committee,  as  to 
appear,  in  fome  meafure,  criminal :  And  be- 
(ides  this,  my  Lords,  the  order  mentioned  at  the 
conference  to  have  been  made  for  me  to  produce 
thcfe  accounts,  was  introduced  in  fuch  a  manner, 

la  <  as 
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'  as  might  furprize  and  fhock  the  moft  wary  man 
'  alive  •,  to  be  attacked,  as  I  was,  entering  the  houfe, 

*  and  before  I  was  got  to  my  place,  in  a  moft  un- 
'  parliamentary  method,  and  by  an  unprecedented 
'  motion,  by  one,  who,  of  all  men  living,  had 
'  the  leaft  right   to  make  that   demaad,    and  who- 

*  could  furnilh,  if  he  pleafed,  from  his  own  books 
^  of  accounts,    more   matter  of  inquiry,   than    all 

*  other  Accountants   put   together.     I    fhould  not 

*  have  mentioned  this,  but  that  1  fee  that  tranfadlion 

*  taken  notice  of   in    the   paper  delivered  to  j^ur 

*  Lordfhips  at  the  conference.  ^  :    ' 

'  The  ufe  that  hath  been  made  of  this  ftory,  has 
Vbeen  to  inflame  and  ftir  up  the  minds  of  men  to 
'  believe  that  there  were  the    greateft    fecrets,  the 

*  moft  criminal  matters  contained  in  thefe  Books; 

*  and  that  they  were  cancelled,  or  burnt,  in  order 

*  to  deftroy  evidence.  I  own,  my  Lords,  when  this 
'  matter  was  pre  fled  upon  me  in  the  houfe  of  Com- 

*  mons,  I  treated  it  with  negledl  and  indiflerence,  as 
'  knowing  my  own  innocence,  and  not  dreaming  of 
^  the  criminal  and  falfe  conftrudtion  that  was  arter- 
'  wards  put  upon  it :  But  nnce  it  has  been  fo  univer- 
'  fally  underftood  to  my  prejudice,  give  me  leave, 
'  my  Lords,  in  this  place,  to  return  my  thanks  again 

*  to  my  accufers,  that  they  have  given  me  an  op- 

*  portunity,  before  the  fupreme  court  of  judicature 

*  of  this  kingdom,  to  clear  up  this  matter,  and  to 
'  Ihew  to  the  world,  that  there  is  nothing  in  this 
'  ftory,  either  criminal  or  fufpicious. 

'  1  thank  my  accufers,  my  Lords,  for  giving  me 
'  this  opportunity  offhewing  the  world,  that  there 
'  is  a  vaft  diflerence  between  an  examination  taken 
'  before  your  Lordfhips,  and  an  examination  taken 
'  before  the  fecret  Committee  ;  for  it  may  very  pro- 

*  bably  happen,  that  they  may  be  miftaken  in  what 

*  relates  to  me,  flnce  every  part  of  their  report  hath 

*  been  either  rejecfled  or  dropt  by  the  houfe  of  Com- 
l  mons,  which  related  to  any  other  man  living. 

^  I  per- 
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■  *  I  perceive  your  Lordfhips  took  this  matter  firfl: 

*  into  your  confideration,   as  obferving  the  Com- 

*  mons  to  Jay  the  greateft  flrefs  upon  it.    You  have 

*  exan:iined  Mr.  Hawes  in  the  ftricteft  manner,    in 
'  relation    to  the  nature  of  thefe  accounts,   and  the 

*  manner  of  cancelling  them, 

*  He  i  as  told  your  LordQiips,  That  there  was  no- 

*  thing  criminal  contained  in  thofe  accounts  *,  that  there 

*  was  Jtothing  in  them  relating  to  me  as  Chancellor  of 

*  the  Exchequer,  nor  to  him  as  a  director  of  the  South- 

*  fea  company^  or  as  a  receiver  of  the  cuftoms  ;   that 

*  there  was  nothing  in  them  that  could  he  conftrued  a 

*  breach  of  trufl ;  nothing  that  could  he  called  a  comhi- 

*  nation  with  the  South- fea  dire^ors^  or  had  any  rela- 

*  tion  to  them  ;  nothing  that  could  he  called  corruption, 

*  or  any  thing  like  it.     He  fays,  He  hought  fome  ftock 

*  for  me  in  December,  171^,  hut  that  it  was  fold 

*  again  in  three  or  four  days  after ^  for  very  fmall  -pro- 

*  jit :  And  laflly^  he  fays,  this  ftock  was  hought  and 

*  paid  for  with  my  own  money  ^  and  not  with  the  pub- 
'  Ik  money ^  or  the  companfs  money.  As  to  the  man- 

*  ner  of  cancelling  them,    he  fays,   //  was  done  in 

*  October  laft.^  before  the  King's  return^  and  long  be~ 

*  fore  the  Parliament  met ;  that  I  had  long  fine e  pajjed 
•*  my  puh^.i:  accounts^  viz.  in  April,  1720,  that  thofe 

*  accounts  were  paffed  at  my  pr effing  infances ,  in  half  the 

*  time  that  any  of  my  predecejfors  had  pajfed  theirs  5 

*  that  I  had  afterwards  daily  follicited  him  to  have  thofe 
'  private  accounts  made  up  and  delivered^  hut  that  his 

*  affairs  would  not  permit  him  to  do  it  till  October 

*  laft ;  that  I  had  -prejfed  him  to  deliver  up  thefe  ac- 

*  counts^  not  only  long  before  the  ftock  felly  but  before  it 

*  rofe  •,  that  thefe  accounts  were  cancelled^  after  I  had 
^  given  him  a  dif charge ^  by  a  mutual  confent  ^  and  that 

*  he  believes  it  was  not  done  with  a  defign  to  conceal 

*  them  from  this  inquiry, 

'  My  Lords,  this  is  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Hawes  \ 
'  and  I  do  not  wonder  that  your  Lordfhips  v/ere  un- 
'  der  fome  furprize,  that  a  matter  reprefcnted  in  fo 

I  3  '  different 
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'  different  light,  and  with  which  my  enemies  have 

*  made  fo  much  noife  and  clamour  ;  fhould,  at  lafl*, 

*  come  out  as  a  fair  and  indifferent  adlion,  m  which 

*  neither  the  public,  nor  any  private  perfon  was  con- 

*  cerned,  and  to  have  been  done  without  a  defign  of 

*  concealing  or  covering  any  fraud  whatlbever. 

'  There  is  fomething,  my  Lords,  I  muft  obferve 

*  to  you  upon  this  occafion,  that  makes  me  wonder 
^  how  this  tranfadion  came  to  be  fo  much  infifted 

*  on,  unlefs  it  was  to  inflame  more  than  to  convince  ; 

*  and  that  is,  my  Lords,  (as  I  humbly  conceive) 

*  that  in  cafe  thefe  books   had  been  in  being,  and 

*  there  had  been  any  thing  criminal  in  them,  or  that 

*  might  any  way  affed  me  to  my   prejudice,  your 

*  Lordfhips  would  nor,  as  you  are  a  court  of  juftice, 

*  oblige  me  to  produce  them  againft  myfelf :  This 
^  is  a  fundamental    maxim   in  law,  and   has   never 

*  been  broke  thro'  in  the  mofl  violent  and  arbitrary 

*  times.     And  the  houfe  of  Lords,    in  their  inqui- 

*  ries  in  1640,  were  fo  tender  of  this  great  principle 
<  of  law  and  juftice,  that  they  made  it  a  fpecial  in- 

*  ftru6tion  to  their  Committees,  that  the  Judges  they 

*  had  ordered  to  be  examined,  ftiould  not  be  exa- 

*  mined  upon  any  thing  to  accufe  themfelves.     And 

*  the  Commons,  during  all  the  enormities  of  thofe 
'  times,  never  broke  thro'  this  rule,  till  they  came 

*  to  decide  all  things  by  the  fword.    And  therefore, 

*  my  Lords,  if  thefe  accounts  could  not  judicially 
^  be  demanded  of  me,  in  cafe  they  were  in  being, 

*  and  contained  any  thing  criminal  in  them  ;    there 

*  can  certainly  be  no  crime  in  my  having  difpofed 

*  of  them  as  I  thought  fit,  cfpecially  if  it  be  confi- 
^  dered,  that  they  were  my  own  private  books,  no 
'  ways  relating  to  me  as  a  public  Accomptant^  con- 

*  taining  nothing  in  them  criminal,  oraffeding  the 
'  intereft  of  any  other  perfon. 

'  I  know,  my  Lords^  very  well,  that  in  the  cafe 
«  of  a  deed  deftroyed,    if  a  witnefs  proves  that  there 

*  was  in  that  deed  any  claufe  to  the  advantage  of  a 

<  third 
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third  perfon,  or  to  the  prejudice  of  him  that-  dc- 
ftroyed  it,  fuch  claufe  fhall  be  conftrucd  in  the 
ftrongeft  manner  againft  the  perfon  that  deftroyed 
the  deed. 

*  But  this,  my  Lords,  is  not  my  cafe ;  here  is 
no  evidence  produced  to  prove  any  thing  criminal 
in  thefe  accounts,  but  on  the  contrary  •,  (o  that  in 
law  and  equity  they  would  betaken  as  accounts  fub- 
fifting  in  my  favour,  tho'  unadvifedly  cancelled. 
Mr.Hawes's  teftimony,  relating  to  the  accounts  in 
thefe  books,  affords  your  Lordfhips  another  in- 
ftance,  that  may  fatisfy  your  Lordfhips,  that  I  had 

no  view  to  the  South-fea  fcheme  in  my  tranfadions 
contained  in  thofe  books  fince  it  appears  by  his 
evidence  concerning  the  flock  mentioned  in  them, 
that  I  parted  with  it,  before  the  fcheme  took  place  : 
But  let  that  be  as  it  will,  can  any  man  call  it  a  cri- 
minal circumflance  to  commit  the  papers,  after 
they  were  cancelled,  to  the  fire  ?  No,  my  Lords, 
it  was  a  legal  and  an  innocent  adlion. 

*  Thus,  my  Lords,  I  have  gone  through  every 
part  of  the  charge  againfl  me,  either  as  it  has  been 
ftated  by  the  Commons,  or  fallen  under  the  exa- 
mination of  your  Lordfhips  •,  and  I  hope  there  is 
nothing  omitted  in  my  defence,  that  is  necefTary 
to  prove  my  innocence  to  the  fatisfadlion  of 
all  that  hear  me  ;  but  if  the  leafl  doubt  remain 
with  your  Lordfhips,  in  relation  to  any  one  fad 
charged  upon  me,  I  beg  1  may  have  the  opportu- 
nity, before  I  go  from  this  bar,  of  clearing  it  up, 
which  I  do  not  doubt  to  do  by  the  plaineft  proofs 

in  the  world. 

*  If  therefore  the  charge  of  the  Commons  in  the 
preamble  of  this  bill,  cannot  be  fupported  in  any 
part  of  it,  by  any  one  fad  whatfoever,  can  your 
Lordfhips  ever  be  induced  to  confent  to  fuch  parts 
of  the  bill  as  fubjed  me  to  an  arbitrary  jurifdicti- 
on,  and  cruel  and  new-invented  punilhments  ?  My 

*  Lords,  the  laws  are  our  birthright,  and  the  guide 

I  4  *  and 
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^  and  meafure  of  all  our  anions ;  but  where  is  the 

*  law  that  I  have  broken  ?  Or,  indeed,    where  is 

*  the  crime,  or  the  fadl  that  is  fuppofed  to  be  a 
'  crime,  and  which  is  to  be  punifhed  by  a  law  made 
^  ex  poft  fa5io  ?  A  law,  my  Lords,  that  difpenfes 
^  with  the  very  forms  of  judicature,  and  fets  up  a 
'  tribunal  unheard  of  before  in  any  free  country! 

*  I  believe,  my  Lords,  this  bill  is  very  little  un- 

<  derftood  by  moft  of  the  gentlemen  of  the  houfe  of 
'  Commons ;  and,  perhaps,  your  Lordfhips  may 
«  think  the  penalties  of  this  bill  lefs  fevere,  at  leaft 
'  in  refpedt  to  me,  than  they  are  ;  but  your  Lord- 
'  fhips  will  give  me  leave  to  explain  that  matter  to 
'  you  infuch  a  manner,  that  you  may  better  judge, 

*  whether  I  have  committed  any  offence  equal  to 
«  fuch  fevere  and  ignominious  punifhments. 

*  My  Lords,  as  the  bill  now  flands,  ail  myper- 
«  fonaleflate,  and  great  part  of  my  real  eflate,  which 

*  belonged  to  me  on  the  ift  o^  June  17  20,  or  at  any 

*  time  fince,  is  vefted  in  the  truftees,  to  be  fold  and 

<  applied  to  the  ufes  of  this  a6t*  fo  that  I  am  ftript 
'  at  once  of  every  fhilling  but  what  is  fettled  upon 
«  my  family,  and  wherein  I  am  but  tenant  for  life. 

*  Afterthis,myLords,I  am  obliged  to  give  100,000/. 

*  fecurity  by  recognizance, with  two  other  perfons  to 
'  be  bound  for  me  in  2j,ooo  /.apiece,  that  I  fhall  not 

*  depart  the  kingdom  before  a  certain  time.This  was 
«  not  the  cafe  of  the  directors,  but  is  mine,  that  after 
«  my  eftate  is  taken  from  me,  I  am  obliged  to  give 
«  fecurity  to  the  value  of  ten  times  more  than  I  am 

*  worth.    Is  there  a  friend  in  the  world  that  can  be- 

*  lieve  1  am  guilty  of  the  leaft  thing  laid  to  my 
'  charge,  that  will  be  fecurity  for  me  in  this  fitua- 
«  tion  ?    Or  have  I  any  counter-fecurity  to  give,  but 

*  the  little  ftock  of  credit  and  reputation  that  this 

*  bill  cannot  take  away  ?  But  fome  gentlemen  think, 
^  and  my  enemies  boaft,  that  they  have  been  very 

*  bountiful  to  me,  and  they  have  made  me  eafy.  If 

*  that  be  the  cafe,  my  Lords,  what  occafion  is  there 

'  to 
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to  fiifpedl  I  fhould  fly  from  my  country,  my 
friends,  and  my  eftate  ?  But  if  my  cafe  be  other- 
wife,  if  I  am  worfe  ufed  than  any  of  the  directors  ; 
if  1  am  more  branded  and  expofed  than  any  other 
perfon  in  this  bill,  who  will  not  be  apt  to  judge, 
from  what  has  paffed,  that  the  fame  fpirit  that  has 
brought  me  to  this,  may  be  carried  to  greater  ex- 
tremity ?  Am  1  not  by  this  bill,  put  into  the  pow- 
er of  every  villain,  of  this  very  broker  here,  whofe 
evidence  is  his  merits  ?  Am  I  not  obliged  to  live 
in  the  dread,  and  at  the  mercy  of  every  informer 
like  him  ?  Others  may  think,  and  the  directors, 
perhaps,  may  think,  life  tinder  thefe  circumftances 
to  be  tolerable  ;  but  to  me,  my  Lords,  there  can  be 
no  comfort  in  it,  but  what  my  own  innocence  fe- 
cures  to  me. 
*  There  are   fome  claufes  in  the  bill  that  oblige 

*  me   to  give  inventories  of  my  real  and  perfonal 

*  eftate,  from  fuch  time,  and  in  fuch  a  manner,  as  is 

*  impoffible  to  be  complied  with,  havmg  never 
'  kept  my  accounts  in  fuch  a  method,  as  thofe  that 

*  are  bred  up  to  trade  and  figures  are  ufed  to  do  ; 
*and  I  believe  very  few  gentlemen  in  the  kingdom 

*  would,  in  their  own  cafes,  think  this  practicable. 
«  But  if  my  acccounts  had  been  regularly  kept,    as  I 

*  have  no  clerks  or  book-keepers  tofwear  to  them, 

*  fo  I  do  not  know  of  what  ufe  it  could  be  to  pro- 

*  duce  them  to  thefe  truftees,  in  cafe  they  are  minded 

*  to  difpute  them  ;    for  tho'  they  are  intitled  only 

*  to  the  Incrementum  of  my  eftate  fince  the  iftof 
^  05fobcr  1718,  yet  as  they  aretobevefted  with 
«  the  whole  of  my  perfonal,    and  great  part  of  my 

*  real  eftate,  and  as  I  am  to  deliver  up  all  my  wri- 

*  tings,  papers,  and  accounts  to  them,  it  is  impofli- 

*  ble  to  make  out  any  claim  before  them  in  any 
«  manner  whatfoever.  And,  pray,  my  Lords,  ob- 
<  ferve  the  difficulties  or  abfurdities  of  this  cafe : 

*  Here  is  a  court  erected  of  nine  perfons,  with  ab- 

*  folutc 
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*  folutc  and  unlimited  powers ;  fome  of  thefe  gen- 

*  tlemen,  perhaps,   have  been  accufers,  but  all  of 

*  them  are  to  be  judges  and  parties  ;    my  eftatc 

*  and  my  title  is  to  be  put  into   their  hands,  and 

*  then  I  am  to  claim  what  can  never  be  made  out 

*  but   by    the    very    writings  in  their  poiTefTion. 

*  Was  ever  fuch  a  jurifdidlion  eftablifhed  upon 

*  earth  before,  where  laws  were  in  ufe  ?  No,  my 
'  Lords,  the  original  caufe  of  all  laws,  and  of  ci- 

*  vil  government,    was  to  prevent  men's  judging 
'  for  themfelves,    and  to  oblige  them  to  fubmit  all 

*  difputable  matters  to  indifferent  parties  :  This  is 

*  in  a   particular  manner  the  bafis  of  all  our  laws, 

*  and  it  is  the  only  pillar  by  which  juftice  and  e- 

*  quity  can  be  fupported. 

'  But,   my  Lords,  there  is  another  circumftance, 

*  which,  in  the  fituation  of  my  affairs,  makes  any 

*  claim  impradicable  *,  that  is,  myLords,  the  onus 
«  prohandi  lies,  in  a  great  meafure,  upon  me  -,  which, 

*  in  regard   to  my  perfonal  eftate,  is   impofTible, 

*  unlefs  my  judges  are  willing  to  be  guided  by  the 

*  circumftances  of  my  affairs,  and  my  own  tefti- 

*  mony. 

'  For  inftancc,  my  Lords,    it  appears   to  your 

*  Lordfhips,  that  there  was  an  account  between 
*.  Mr.  Hawes  and  me  for  feven  years  paft,  where- 

*  in  rnoft  of  my  effeds  were  contained,    and  he 

*  fays  about  30,000  /.  South-fea  ftock  was  bought, 

*  before  the  fcheme  took  place,  with  my  own  mo- 
.    *  ney  :   It  appears  by  the  paper  delivered  at  the 

*  conference,  that  I  bought  by   Mr.  Knight^    two 

*  months  before  the  South-fea  propofals  took  place, 
'  22,000/.  to/^-y^^  ftock,  and  had  feveral  other 
'  effedls     in   his   hands ;    and    Mr,  Surman    has 

*  proved  that  Mr.  Knight  told  him,  that  he  owed 
'  me  a  great  fum  of  money  long  before  this,  hav- 

*  ing  kept  my  calh  for  two  or  three  years  before, 

*  none  of  which  can  be  fuppofed  to  be  the  increafe 

*  of  my  eftate  fmce  O^lobsr  I7i8.     How  is  it  pof- 

*  fible. 
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fible,  my  Lords,  I  can  prove  one  word  of  it  ? 
As  to  Mr.  Knight^  it  is  not  expeded  I  fliould 
produce  him  -,  and  as  for  Mr.  Hawes^  he  fays, 
thofe  accounts  are  cancelled,  and  he  has  made  no 
other  entry  of  them.  How  is  it  pofTible,  then, 
to  prove  any  thing,  efpecially  to  the  fatisfadlion 
of  my  judges,  who  are  alfo  parties  ?  For  it  mud 
be  to  their  fatisfadlion,  and  not  otherwife,  the 
bill  fays,  that  my  proofs  muft  be  made.  If  they 
are  not  pleafed  to  be  fatisfied,  then,  indeed,  I 
may  appeal  to  another  court  eredted  for  this  pur- 
pofe,  viz,  to  the  Judges  in  Weftminfler-Rall^  who 
will  exped  legal  evidence  to  maintain  an  appeal, 
which,  in  my  cafe,  my  Lords,  I  have  fhewn,  is 
not  to  be  done. 

'  I  cannot  but  take  notice  of  one  punifhment 
more  that  feems  to  be  oddly  fuited  to  that  part  of 
my  accufation,  relating  to  the  cancelling  of  my 
accounts  with  Mr.  Hawes :  The  Commons,  for 
want  of  having  that  matter  cleared  up,  as  it  has 
been  before  your  Lordfhips,  have  thought  that 
tranfadlion  a  great  offence  *,  and  the  punifhment 
of  that  offence  is,  that  Ifhall  make  up  thofe  very 
accounts  which  my  accufers  fay  are  deflroyed,  and 
which  are  no  more  in  being  :  Indeed  I  mufl  own 
they  have  been  fo  kind  as  to  exempt  me  from  all 
danger  on  this  head  for  the  future,  by  difabling 
me  from  having  any  more  accounts  to  make 
up. 

*  Since  I  have  fpoke  of  difabling,  My  Lords,  I 
beg  leave  to  take  notice  of  a  claufe  that  contains 
a  new  and  dangerous  punifhment,  that  was  late- 
ly added  to  this  bill ;  that  is,  my  Lords,  the 
claufe  for  in  capacitating  the  late  fub-governor, 
ifjc.  from  fitting  or  voting  in  either  houfe  of 
Parliament,  or  from  holding  any  office  or  place 
of  truft  under  his  Majefly,  his  heirs  or  fuccef- 
fors. 

<My 


124  Parliamentary        A.  1721. 

*  My  Lords,  I  muft:  prefume  to  fay,    from  fome 

*  little  incidents  that  have  happened,  this  claufe 
'  was  not  the  punifhment  of  a  South-fea  fin,     and 

*  thefe  unfortunate  men  were  only  thrown  in,    to 

*  make    the    draught   go  down   the  better.     But 

*  how  confident  this  punifhment  may  be  with  good 

*  policy  and  a  free  government,  I  fubmit  to  your 

*  Lordfhips  confideration. 

*  Here  are  no  lefs  than  thirty  fix  fel low- fubj efts 

*  cut  offat  one ftroke  from  the  Common- wealth,  and 

*  flript  of  the  birth-rights  and  privileges  of  Eng-- 
'  liJJjmen\    I  mention  it  to  your  Lordfhips  as  you 

*  are  the  guardians  of  thofe  rights  and  privileges, 
'  that  you   may  oppofe  an  attempt  in  its  firft  in- 

*  fliance  that   feems  to  threaten    our   conftitution, 

*  and  fliake  even  Magna  Charta  itfelf.  No  man, 
«  fince  we  were  a  nation,  has  been  fo  bold  as  to 
^  think  of  creating  fo  dangerous  a  precedent,which, 
<  if  it  had  been  eftablifhed  fooner,   had  before  this 

*  day  exceedingly  thinned  the  ranks  of  our  abkft 
«  patriots. 

'  But,    my  Lords,    if  this  bill  muft  pafs  in  any 

*  manner  as  tome,    1  am  not  concerned  as  to  the 

*  effeds  of  this  claufe.     I  fay,  if  this  bill  pafs,  (as 

*  they   fay    it  muft^  my   ambition    is  at  an  end  ; 

*  'cis  too  late  for  me  to  begin  the  world  again  ;  but 

*  an  ill-natured  man  would  be  pleafed  at  his  going 
«  off  the  ftage,  to  leave  this  legacy  to  thofe  that 
'  come  after  him. 

'  Precedents,  my  Lords  will  advance,    and  this 
«  precedent  will  not  fleep.     The  violence  of    the 

*  times,  and  the  rage  of  parties,    is  too  great  to 

*  drop  a  precedent  fo  ulc^ul  as  this  will  be. 

*  1  fhall  trouble  your  Lordfliips  no  more  than 

*  to  fay,  that  if  I  muft  be  facrificed  to  appeafe  the 

*  fury  of  the  mifguided  multitude,    I  heartily  wifh 

*  it  may  have  that  effed,  which  will  be  fome  al- 

*  leviation  to  my  misfortunes.     But  in  vain  have 

*  the  guilty  appeared  againft   me !    In  vain  have 

!  they 
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*  they  ftirred  up  the  nation  for  one  man's  ruin  ; 
«  my  fall  will  flcreen  or  fecure  no  man  ;  if  I  am  in- 
'  nocent,  there  is  nothing  can  make  me  guilty.   Let 

*  the  florm  rage  never  fo  high  at  prtknt, Englijhmeu 

*  will  grow  calm  by  degrees,  and  truth  is  great,  and 

*  will  prevail.' 

This  elaborare  and  pathetic  fpeech  carried  more 
applaufe  than  conviction  ;  the  generality  of  that 
auguft  aflembly  being  prepofleffed,  that  Mr.  yff- 
flabie  had  a  great  fhare  in  the  contrivance  of  the  South- 
fea  fcheme  :  However,  the  Lords  indulged  him  fo 
far,  as  to  order  fuch  other  witnefTes,  as  he  had  to 
produce,  to  be  examined  the  next  day  •,  and  it  was 
alfo  ordered,  that  the  directors  of  the  Sword-blade 
company  fhould  then  attend  with  their  books. 

Accordingly,  on  the  20th  of  Jul)\  the  Lords,  in 
a  grand  Committee,  refumed  the  confideration  of 
that  affair,  and  examined  the  Sword-blade  Company, 
and  their  books ;  by  which  it  appearing,  that  Mr. 
Waller  had  received  vaft  fums  on  account  of  South- 
fea  flock,  their  Lordfhips  feemed  to  be  fo  well  fatif- 
fied,  that  they  did  not  think  fit  to  call  for  any  other 
witnefTes ;  neither  did  Mr.^^fy/^zi'/Vdefirethe  members 
of  the  Commons,  who  had  been  fummoned,  fhould 
be  examined.  But  being  called  in,  and  asked, 
what  he  had  farther  to  fay  in  his  own  defence,  he 
made  another  eloquent  and  moving  fpeech,  as  fol- 
lows: 

« 

My  Lordsy 
'  ¥  Have  already  endeavoured,  and,  I  hope,  with  ?^'';^^'^'^ 
'  X   f'JCcefs,    to  fatisfy   your  Lordfhips,    that  the  c^l^h''^ 
'  charge  laid  againft  me  in  the  bill  now  depending, 
*  cannot  be  fupported  by  any  general  part  of  the 
'  preamble,    nor  by   the  particular  fadts  flated  by 
^  the  Commons,  nor  by  any  evidence  produced  be- 
'  fore  your  Lordlhips. 

<As 
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*  As  your  Lordlhips  have  examined  all  the  wit- 
«  nelTes  recommended  by  the  Commons  to  fupport 

*  their  charge,  I  did  conclude,    when  I  came  hi- 

*  ther  this  day,  that  after  what  I  fa  id  yefterday,  I 

*  Ihould  not  be  called  upon  to  offer  any  thing  more 

*  in  my  juftification. 

'  But  now,  my  Lords,  I  find  here  is  a  new  mat- 
«  ter  darted  relating  to  Mr.  JValler*^  account  with 
«  the  5'i£r^rJ4/t7 J^  company, which  is  not  within  your 

*  Lordfhips  order  ;  that  confines  me  to  fuch  matters 

*  only  as  relate  to  my  own  defence. 

*  I  have  been  a  little  furprized  and  filent  upon 

*  this  occafion,    not  knowing  whether  your  Lord- 

*  fhips  expected,  or  whether  it  was  fit  that  I  fhould 

*  take  any  notice  of  it  ;  for  as  the  Commons  have 
'  not  tranfmicted  this  matter  to  your  Lordfhips, 
'  as  a  ground  of  their  charge,    I  take  it  for  grant- 

*  ed,  they  did  not  think  it  worth  your  Lordfhips 

*  inquiry,  or  proper  for  your  judgment,  being  ra- 

*  ther  a  matter  of  clamour,  and  only  calculated  for 

*  the  people. 

*  I  mufl  own,  my  Lords,  if  it  is  expected  I  fhould 
'  give  an  account  of  this  tranfadion,  I  am  at  a  lofs 

*  to  know  how  to  go  about  it. 

'  For,  firff,  I  do  not  know  the  contents  of  this 

*  account,    and,    in  the  next   place,  how  fhall  I 

*  make  it  bear  to  my  charge,  or  any  part  of  it  ? 
'  How  is  it  made  out  to  be  a  breach  of  trufl  in  the 

*  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ^    to  credit  his  fon- 

*  in-law  with  any  fum  of  money  ?    Or  how  has  he 

*  thereby  combined  with  the  South-fea  directors  in 

*  their  pernicious  pradices  ?  Or  how  could  he, 
'  in  fuch  an  a6f,  be  guilty  of  dangerous  and  infa- 
^  mous  corruption  ?  There  has   nothing  appeared 

*  to  your   Lordfhips    concerning  this  tranfadion, 

*  but  the  fum  total  of  the  whole  account  in  fuch 

*  a  time:   and  it  may  happen,  that  a  great  part  of 

*  this  tranfa(flion  has  no  relation  to  South-fea  flock, 

*  and 


A.  1721.        D  E  B  A  T  E  S,  12^ 

*  and  that  a  tenth  part  of  it  does  not  belong  to 

*  me. 

'  But  where  are  my  labours  to  end  ?  How  is  it 

*  poflible,  my  Lords,  for  me  to  drefs  up  this  matter 
<  to  be  a  charge  againft  myfelf  ?    It  is  to  be  ima- 

*  gined,  I  fuppofe,  that  all  thefe  tranfadions  have 

*  been  upon  my  account,  and  confequently,  that 

*  I  muft  have  been  a  great  gainer. 

*  I  pity  the  malice  of  my  enemies,  that  are  re- 
'  duced  to  fuch  poor  lliifts,  as  to   endeavour   to 

*  prove  my  deep  views  and  defigns,   from  the  moft 

*  flupid  folly  in  the  world,   and  my  riches  and  ex- 

*  orbitant   gains   from  this  inflance,  and  another 

*  which  I  fhall   prefently  mention  to  yourLord- 

*  fhips,  that  plainly  fhew  my  lolTes. 

*  For  is  it  poflible,  my  Lords,  that  a  man,  who 

*  is  fuppofed  to  know  the  world,   that  is  thought 

*  capable  of  forming  a  fcheme,  and  of  directing 

*  the  very  diredlors,  fhould  be  fo  deftitute  of  pro- 

*  per  agents,  as  to  trufl  his  negotiations  to  an  un- 

*  experienced   youth,     who    by   his   tranfadions, 

*  feems  to  have  dipt  as  much  in  the  whims  of  the 

*  alley  as  any  adventurer  of  them  all  ?  The  ab- 

*  furdity   is  too  great,  my  Lords,  to  gain  credit 

*  any  where,  much  lefs  in  this  place,  that  one,  up- 
'  on  whom  the  eyes  of  the  world  were  fixed,  and 

*  whofe  adions  might  be  canvafled  with  great  fe- 

*  verity,   fhould,  in  order  to  conceal  his  affairs, 

*  commit   them   to  a   near  relation,  adbing  in  the 

*  moft  open  and  unguarded  manner. 

*  And  as  my  apprehenfions,  during  the  execu- 

*  tion  of  this  fcheme,  were  become  remarkable, 

*  and  the  jeft  of  all  that  imbarked  in  it,  there  can 

*  be  nothing  more  extravagant  than  to  make  me  a 

*  party    to  this  gentleman's  tranfadions,    which 

*  were  vifibly  carried  on  with  a  fpirit  very  differ- 

*  ent  from  mine,  and  which,  from  the  nature  of 

*  them,  feem  to  be  the  effedl  of  rafli  counfels,  and 

*  fuited  to  the  frenzy  of  the  times, 

fMr. 
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*  Mr,  Waller^  my  Lords,  is  a  near  relation,  but 

*  intirely    independent  of  me,  and  who  confulted 

*  me  lefs  upon  this  occafion,  than    any  other  man, 

*  whereof    this   tranfadion   with    the  Sword-blade 

*  company    is  the  flrongelt  evidence  :    For,    as  he 

*  has  toJd  your  Lordfhip.^,  that  I    never  knew  of 

*  this  account,  or  his  keeping  his  cafh  there  till 
'  they  broke  *,  fo  it  is  improbable  I  fhould  truft  all 
«  my  affairs  to  his  management,    who  dealt  with  a 

*  company   in  whom  I    never  had  any  faith,  nor 

*  with  whom  I  ever  had  any  dealings. 

'  As  to  the  greatnefs  of  this  tranfadion,    I  mud 

*  own,  my  Lords,     if  the   memory  of  this  year 

*  could  be  obliterated,  it  might  very  well  furprize 
'  us;  but  I  muft  obferve  to  your  Lordihips,  that 

*  this  Sum  of   700,000/.  is  not  the  balance  of  the 

*  account  at  any  one  point  of  time,  as  is  generally 

*  underftood,  but  the  total  amount  of  feveral  fums 

*  paid   and  repaid   many  times  backward  and  for- 

*  ward,  and  fometimes  great  part  of  it  the  fame 
'  day.  And  any  perfon  ufed  to  accounts  muft 
'  know  the  40th  part  of  this  fum,  was  more  than 

*  fufficient  to  anfwer  the  whole  fum  of  700,000/. 
'  Many  of  your  Lordihips  know  the   truth   of 

'  what  Mr.  Waller  has  told  you,  'v'lz,  that  a  great 

*  many  young  gentlemen,  and  others,  (whole  be- 
^  ginning  was  not  fo  confiderable  as  Mr.  Waller''^, 

*  who  had  a  very  good  real  and  perfonal  eftate  be- 
'  fore  the  South-fea  fcheme  w^as  thought  of)  have 
^  tranfadled  for  as  much  as  he  did.     Nor   does  it 

*  follow    from  the   greatnefs  of    the  tranfadlion, 

*  that  the  profit  was  extraordinary,  fince  many 
'  have  dealt  for  greater  fums  than  this,   whofe  for- 

*  tunes  are  far  from  being  improved  ;   and  it   is 

*  very  plain,  that  10,000/.  flock,  not  ftirred  at 
'  all,  till  fold  out  at  the  beft  advantage,  would 
«  have  brought  more  profit,   than  all  thefe  nume- 

*  rous  tran  fad  ions  put  together, 

<My 
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'  My    Lords,    I   am  very    free   to  own,    that 
'  53,000  /.  of  this   furn    belonged  to  me,    great 

*  part  whereof  is  now  locked  up  in  the  Sword- 
'  5/(^J^  company,  and  depends  upon  the  goodnefs 

*  of  their fecurity  ;  and  I  am  far  from  declining  to 
'  give  your  Lordfhips    the  mod  perfed  Account  I 

*  can  of  all  my  tranfadlions,  nothwithftanding  Mr. 

*  Waller  is  not  able  to  do  it,  who  never  kept  any 

*  regular  accounts  that  ever  I  faw,    but  did   every 

*  thing  in  the  fame  hurry  and  confufion,  as  moft 
'  other  young  gentlemen  at  that  time  did. 

'  I  do   not  perceive  that  your  Lordfhips  have 

*  entered  into  the  examination  of  this  account  any 

*  farther  than  to  know  the  fum  total,  which  has 
'  not  yet  taken  up  much  of  your  Lordfhips  time, 
'  notwithftanding  the  gentlemen  of  the  fecret  Com- 
'  mittce  have   employed  much   pains  in  it,    and 

*  have  defphy'd  it  as  a  difcovery  of  my  immenfe 
'  gains,  and  a  tranfadion  intirely  belonging  to 
^  myfelf. 

'  My  Lords,  it  is  very  hard,  that  againft  all 
^  evidence,  againft  all  truth,  and  every  circum- 
'  ftance  that  conduces  to  it,  fuch  an  inflnuation 
'  fhould  proceed  from  any  one  man,  or  Commit- 
^  tee  of  men,  to  the  prejudice,  or  ruin,  ofanin- 
'  nocent  perfon. 

*  I  dare  fay,  my  Lords,  they  had  no  other 
^  grounds  in  the  world  for  it,  but  the  vain  pre- 
'  fumption  from  Mr.  Waller*^  near  relation  to  me, 
^  that  he  adled  folely  for  me  ;  whereas  it  now  ap- 
'  pears  to  your  Lordfhips,    by  Mr.  Waller* %  evi- 

*  dence,  that  he  aded  for  many  other  friends  as 
'  well  as  for  me,  and  that  I  was  not  fo  much  as 
^  privy  to  the  accounts  he  kept  with  the  Sword- 
'  Blade  convpd.nY. 

'  Is  it  then  poiTible,  my  Lords,  that  your  Lord- 

*  fhips  fhould  give  way  to  fo  groundiefs  a  fuppo- 
^  fition,  as  that  all  this  account  fhould  belong  to 
'  me? 

VoL.VIir.  K  ^My 
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^  My  Lords,  if  this  way  of  proceeding  had  been 
'  the  general  rule  of  judging  in  the  cafes  of  others, 
«  the  fecret  Committee  might  have  carried  on  their 
«  inquiries  againft  many  in  the  admiaillration, 
«  widi  much  more  jullice  and  certainty  than  againil 

*  me;  and  they  might,  if  they  had  thought  fit, 
«  from  the  dealings  of  feveral  agents,    friends,  and 

*  dependents,  who  dealt  for  much  more  than  Mr. 
«  Waller^  have  furnifhed  matters  of  imputation  a- 

*  gainfl  perfons,  concerning  whom  they  are   alto- 

*  gether  fiient,  and  if  it  had   not  been  too  invidi- 

*  ous  in  me,  my  Lords,  to  have  asked  the  quefti- 

*  on,  Mr.  Waller  could  have  named  to  you  fome 

*  perfons,  who  had  lefs  foundation  of  their  own 
'  than  himfelf,   and  who  yet    have  tranfaded    for 

*  much  more,  and  who  have  the  honour  to  be 
'  known  to  fome  of  the  fecret  Committee,  as  well 

*  as  to  much  greater  men  than  myfelf. 

'  But,  my  Lords,  as  I  am  confined  to  what  on- 
«  ly  relates  to  myfelf,  give  me  leave  to  fay,    that 

*  this  account  of  Mr.  Waller*^  with  the  Sword- 
^  Made  company,  and  the  account  of  (lock  bought 

*  and  fold  by  Mr.  V/eymondfold^  have  been  the 
«    chief   grounds     of    my     accufation,    or  rather 

*  of   the    public  clamour ;    tho'  of  the  whole  ba- 

*  lance  of  this  account   of  Mr.     Waller^^    when 

*  truly  examined,  there  is  but  53,000/.  belongs 
'  to  me ;  and  Mr.  JVeymondfold*^  great  account  of 

*  77,000/.  ftock,  when  fairly  ftated,  is  reduced 
«  to    12,000/.  ftock,  now    in  my  hands.     It  was 

*  impolTible  to  work  people  up  to  fuch  violent  and 

*  extraordinary  proceeding,  without  firft  railing 
^  the  public  envy  and  refentment.  It  was  there- 
'  fore  thought  neceflary    to   make  the   world  be- 

*  lieve,  chat  I  was  immenfely  rich,  and  that  I  had 

*  gained  my  wealth  from  the  fpoils  and  ruin  of  the 
^  unhappy  fufferers :  It  was  neceffary  to  make  the 

*  world  belive,  that  the  fcheme  was  calculated  by 

me 
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•  me  with  that  view,  and  that  I   had  the  fole  con- 

•  du6t  of  ic,  or,  according  to  the  witty  turn  of  a 
very  learned  gentleman,  that  I  was  the  diredor  of 

<  the  diredlors. 

^  As  the  opinion,  my  Lords,  of  my  exorbitant 

•  gains  has  almoft  univerfally  prevailed,  be   pleaf- 

•  ed  to  give  me  leave  to  explain  how  a  report,  fo 
'  artfully  raifed  and  difperfed  about  the  nation, 
'  came,  at  laft,  to  be  ftrengrhened,  and,  as  it  were, 
'  fandified  by  authority  of  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
'  mons. 

*  The  fecret  Committee,  who  were  appointed 
^  to  inquire  into  thefe  proceedings,  had,  with 
'  great  pains  and  application,  examined  and  fearch- 
^  ed  into  every  thing  ;  but  before  they  could  be 
'  ready  to  lay  any  great  difcoveries  before  the 
^  Houfe,  in  order  to  fatisfy  the  impatience  of  gen- 
'  tlemen  in  fome  manner,  and  to  give  a  fpecimen 
'  of  their  labours,  an  honourable  member  of  that 
'  Committee   flood    up,    and   pronounced  in    his 

•  place,  that  he  had  found  out  above  ten  millions 

•  that  belonged  to  the   directors,  and,  by  way  of 

•  fupplement,  above  a  million  and  a  half  more 
=  that  belonged  to  another  gentleman,  whom  he 
'  did  not  think   fit  to  name  at  that  time.     This 

■  hopeful  beginning  gave  much  fatisfadion  to  thofe 

•  who  delight   in  great  difcoveries,  and  raifed  the 

■  expedation  of  all  his  hearers  :  But  fo  dull  was  I, 

•  as  not  to  find   out  that  I  was  concerned   in   this 

•  defcription,  'till  every  libel,  and  every  news  pa- 
per was  full  of  it. 

*  But  what  did  thefe   vain  promifes  amount  to  ? 

■  Your  Lordfhips  have  feen  what  the  directors  have 

•  produced,  and  how  far  fhort  it   falls  of  this  ro- 

•  mantic  account  :  And  as  for  myfclf,  the  objedt 
'  of  this  folemn  inquiry,  I  doubt  I  fhall  not  contri- 
'  bute  much,  tho'  this  bill  fhould  pafs,  to  raife  the 
'  reputation  of  the  fecret  Committee  in  thefe  won- 
^  derful  difcoveries, 

K  2  *  Thus, 
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*  Thus,   my   Lords,    I  have    cleared  my   way 

*  through  all  the  dirt  and  fcandal  that  hath  been 
'  thrown  upon   me;  I  fhall   now  beg  leave,   my 

*  Lords,  to  lay   before   you  a  fhort    narrative  of 

*  the  rife  and  progrefs  of  this  fcheme,  and  the 
'  execution  of  it,   after  it  paffed  into  an  a6l,  as  far 

*  as  has  come  to  my  knowledge,  that  your    Lord- 

*  fhips   may  judge  whether  I  have  done  my  duty, 

*  or  have  been  guilty  of  any  omifTion, 

*  My  Lords,    I  have  proved  by  Sir  John  Blunty 

*  that   he   firft  communicated    his   fcheme  to    the 

*  late  Lord  Stanhope^  foon  after  his  Majefty's  re- 
«  turn  from  Hanover^  in  1719,  that  my  Lord 
'  Stanhope^  fome  time  after,  fent  this  fcheme  to 
'  me,  and  defired  me  to  talk  with  Sir  John  Blunt 
«  about  it,  which   I  did  in    the    prefence    of  Mr. 

*  Clayton  and  Mr   Knight  ;  that  there  were  feveral 

*  alterations  made  in  this  fcheme,  and  particularly, 

*  in  one  part  of  it  relating  to  the  funds  of  the 
'  Bank  and  the  Eaft- India  Company,  which  were 

*  propofed  to  be  incorporated  into  the  funds  of  the 

*  South-fea  Company. 

*  And,    at  laft,    the   fcheme  was   formed   and 
'  agreed  to  by  all  thofe  in  the  adminiftration,  as  it 

<  was  firft  opened  and  propofed  in  the   houfe  of 

<  Commons.     And  I  do  aver  here,   before    your 

*  Lordfhips,  that  there  was  not  one  ftep  taken  in 
'  this  affair,  before  it  palTed  into  an   adt,  that  was 

*  not  taken  by  the  concurrence  and  approbation  of 

*  thofe  in  the  adminiftration,  and  even  fome  of 
'  thefecret  Committee  :  And  fo  cautious  anddiffi- 
«  dent  was  I  of  the   fuccefs  of  fo  great  an  under- 

*  taking,  that  though  the  fcheme  was  adapted  to 
'  the  notions  and  opinions  of  thofe  Gentlemen, 
«  who,  for  two  feffions  before,  had  oppofed  all 
«  meafures  for  reducing  the  intereft  of  the  public 
^  debts,  till  the  long  annuities  were  made  redeem- 
'  able  •,  yet  I  would  not  adventure  to  introduce  it 
^  to  the  houfe  of  Commons,  till  it  had  been  com- 
municated 
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*  municared  to,  and  approved  of  by  them  :  And 
.<  as  this  fcheme  was  then  calculated  with  no  incon- 

*  fiderable  advantages  to  the  public  ;  as  it  at  once 

*  raifed  three  millions  and  a  half  towards  the  dif- 

*  charge  of  the  public   debts  ;   and,  at  the  fame 

<  time,    put  the  long   and  fhort  annuities   into  a 

*  flate  of  being  redeemed  ;  and,  after  four  years, 

*  reduced  the  iarereft  of  the  whole  debt  of  England 

*  to  4  per  cent,  and  thereby  made  a  vaO  addition 

*  to  the  finki.jg  fund  ;    I  flatter  myfch,    it  could 

*  not  have  been  thought  a  bad  bargain  to  the  pub- 

*  lie,  as  fome  were  pleafed  to  reprefent  it,  or  Jia- 
«  ble  t  >  thofe  unhappy  confequences  that  have  at- 

*  tended  the  alteration  of  it,  fince  it  would  have  been 
^  reftrained  and  tied  down  to  fuch  conditions,  as 
'  would  have  made  it  impoflible  for  any  projedors 

<  to  have  hurt  us. 

*  But,  my  Lords,  thefe  meafures  were  all  broke 
«  at  once,  by  a  fudden  refolution  of  the  Bank,  who 
'  before^  had  fhewn  a  great  backwardnefs  in  under- 
«  taking  any  thing  for  the  reducing  the  public  debts, 
'  and  had  treated  this  fcheme  with  great  contempt ; 
'  I  fay,  my  Lords,  as  foon  as  this  fcheme  was  o- 

*  pened  in  the  houfe  of  Commons,  the  Gentlemen 

*  of  the  Bank  were  immediately  ftirred  up  to  become 

*  competitors  for  it,  and  to  defire  that  they  might 
'  be  fuffered  to  offer  propofals  as  well  as  the  South- 

*  fea  Company. 

'  It  was  very  cafy  to  fee  the  confequences  of  this 

*  competition  j  and  I  exprefTed  my  fears  to  all 
'  thofe  in  the  King's  fervice  that  were  confulted 

*  about  it  ;  and  we  had  a  meeting,where  the  Lords 

*  of  the  Treafury,  and  thofe  in  theadminiflration, 

*  were  prefent,  in  order,  as  Sir  John  Blunt  fays, 
'  to  perfuade  the  South-fea  company  to   advance 

*  their  propofals,    and  to  offer  four  millions  cer- 

*  tain  :  It  was  then,  my  Lords,  that  I  again  ex- 
'  preiTed  my  fears  of  this  undertaking,  and  declar- 

*  ed,  that  I  did  not  fee  how  the  South-fea  Com- 

K  3  *  pany 
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*  pany  could  go  through  v/ith  it,  if  they  were  to 
'  give  any  more  money  for  ir,  without  the  aflift- 
'  ance  and  concurrence  of  the  bank,  and  much 
'  lefs  if  the  bank  oppofed  them  5    and  upon   this, 

*  I  propofed  to  the  SoiUh-fea  company  that  the 
'  fcheme  fhould  be  divided   between  them  and  the 

*  Bank,  which  drew  from  Sir /(^Z:?;?  5/^;/^   this  me-. 

*  morable  faying,  No^  Sir^  we  will  never  divide 
'  the  child.  For  my  part,  my  Lords,  upon  this 
'  occafion,    I  was  entirely  for  dropping  it  •,   nor 

*  could  I  be  prevailed    upon,  by  thofe  that  preffed 

*  me  very  warmly^  to  have  any  thing  more  to  do 

*  in  it;   and  when  a  certain  Gentleman   of  the  fe- 

*  cret  Committee,  at  the  inftanceof  an  honourable 

*  Gentleman  that  is  fince  dead,    moved  the  houfe, 

*  that  the  Committee  might  be  opened  again, 
^  to  receive  frefh  propofals  from  the  two  compa- 
'  nies,    and,  as   it  were,  to   fet  up  the  nation  to 

*  au6lion,  I  was  fo  far  from  approving  it,  or  giv- 
*•  ing  my  conlent  to  it,  that  1  quitted  the  houfe 
^  upon  it,    and  would  not  be  prefent   when    it  was 

*  moved.    This,  1  think,  was  fliewing   my  diflike 

*  of  it,  as  far  as  I  could   decently  do  ir,  in  refped: 

*  to   my  fellow- fervants,  from    whom    I  differed  ; 

<  and  I  defy  any  man  to  prove,  that  from  that 
'  day,  till  the  lafl:  propofals  of  the  South-fea  com- 
'  pany  were  adually   accepted     by  the    houfe    of 

<  Commons,    1  ever   fpoke  to,  or  conferred  with, 

*  or  advifed  any  one  of  the  direftors  of  the  South- 

*  fea  company,  to  bid  a   fhilling  more  than  they 

*  had  done ;  and  if  they  did  advife  with  any  in 

*  the  adminiftration  about  thefe  lad  propofals,  it 
'  was  either  at   my    late  Lord   Stanhope^s^   or  at 

*  Mr.  Secretary  Cra^gs\  ;  for  they  never  came  to 

*  my  houfe   afterwards,   till  the  bill  was   drawn. 

*  And,  my  Lords,  to  fhew  you  my  diflike  of  this 

*  fatal  tranfadlion,  (fmce  all  the  arguments  againft 

*  me  are  drawn  from  intereft)  I  mull  acquaint  youj 

«  that 
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*  that  the  night   before  thefe  propofals  were  ofFer- 

*  ed  to  the  houfe  of  Commons,  I  was  told  at  my 

*  hord  Stanhope^ s,  thatfom.e   of  the  ^S'^j^/^-y^^  com- 

*  pany  had  been  there,  and  that  they  were  refolv- 
'  ed  to  out-bid  the  Bank  at  any  ^rate.     To  this, 

*  my  Lords,  I  then  declared  my  diflike,  and  gave 

*  orders   that  night   to   fell  out  all   my  Soutb-fea 

*  flock,  (except  20,000/.)  which  was  aftually  done 

*  the  next  morning,  and  which  makes  fo  great  a 
'  figure    in   tVeymondfold's    account.      Thus,    my 

*  Lords,  if  we  were  to  judge  from  interell,  I  could 

*  not  be  thought  partial  to  the  South- fea  company's 

*  propofals,  when  I  had  fo  little  (lock  with  them, 
'  and    fo  much  in   the  Bank  ;  and,    my   Lords, 

*  there  is  nothing  more  notorious,  nor  which  can 
'  be  proved  by  more  witnelTes,  than  that  I  did 
'  not  go  out  to  the  diredors  that  morning,  to  ad- 

*  vife  them  to   out-bid   the  Bank,    (as  Sir  John 

'  Blunt  would  infinuate,  though  he  has  been  con- 
«  tradidled  in  it  by  Mr.  Joye  and  others)  but  that 
^  I  fat  ftill  in  my  place  in  the  houfe   of  Commons, 

*  till  the  propofals  were  received,  expreffing  my 

*  diflike   of  them   to    all   thofe  about   me,    and 

*  publickly  declaring  in  the  houfe,  that  I 
^  thought  both  the  corporations  had  out-bid  them- 
^  felves. 

'  Thus  was  this  fcheme  accepted,  and,  as  Sir 
'  John  Blunt  fays,  become  the  adl  of  the  houfe  of 
'  Commons;  and,  as  it  was  their  adl,  it  was  my 
'  duty,  by  the  nature  of  my  office,  to  fee  the  bill 
^  drawn  and  brought  in  accordingly. 

*  My  Lords,  there  was  fomething  very  extra- 
^  ordinary  in  the  confequence  of  this  affair,  that 
'  the  more  the  South-fea  company  were  to  pay  to 

*  the  public,  the  higher  did  their  (lock  rife  upon 
'  it :  Whether  this  proceeded  only  from  the  di- 
=  flemper  of  the  times,  that  afterwards  broke  out 
^  into  fuch  a  flame,  and  which  was  kindled  by 

K  4  'the 
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^  the  oppofition  of  the  Bank,  and  the  value  they 
'  fet  upon  the  fcheme,  by  bidding  fo  high  for  k  •, 

*  or  from   what  other  caufe  I   cannot   tell  ;    but 

*  from  that  time  it  became  difficult  to  govern  it  ^ 

*  and  let  thofe  Gentlemen  that  opened  the  flood- 
'  gates,  wonder  at  the  deluge  that  enfued,  as  much 

*  as  they  pleafe,  it  was  not  in   one  man's  power, 

*  or  in  the  power  of  the  whole  adminiftration,  to 

*  flop  it,  confidering  how  the  world  was  borne 

*  away  by  the  torrent,  and  particularly  by  the  mem- 
<  bers  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons  :  And  I  will  be 
'  bold  to  fay,  my  Lords,  and  the  Gentlemen  of 
«  the  Bank,  I  believe,  will  own,  that  if  they  had 

*  carried    the  fcheme   upon    their  \ji{\:  propofals, 

*  they  could  not  have  executed  it  with  fuccefs; 
and  I  will  fhew  your  Lordfhips  from  what  they 
have  done  fince,  that  they  would  have  adted  ia 
the  fame  manner  as  the  South-fea  company  hath 
done,  and  I  am  fure  with  more  fatal  confequences 
to  the  public. 

*  Thus,  my  Lords,  was  this  bill  paO:,  and  what- 
ever conditions,  or  reftraints  might  have  been 
put  upon  the  South-fea  company,  if  the  firll 
propofals  had  been  accepted,  they  became  now 
impracticable  ;  nor  would  the  South-fea  company 
fubmit  to  be  controuled  in  an  undertaking  they 
were  to  pay  fo  dear  for.  And  notwithftanding 
it  has  been  faid,  that  the  fcheme  could  have  been 
executed  at  150  ;  yet  Mr.  Gibbon  has  told  you, 
and  fo  will  all  the  other  diredors,  that  they 
would  not  have  undertaken  to  have  given  fo 
much  as  five  millions,  if  they  had  been  reitrain- 
ed  from  felling  their  ftock  higher  than  at  that 
price.  And  therefore,  as  there  was  no  power 
referved  to  the  Treafury  to  controul  the  directors 
in  the  execution  of  their  fcheme  \  and  as  there 
were  fuch  vaft  advantages   to  accrue  from  it  to 

•  the  public,  there  was  nothing  remained  for  the 

«  Treafury 
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*  Treafury  to  do,  but  to  give  them  all  the  affiilanice 

*  they  could,  and  particularly,    what  the  law  had 
^  provided  for  them. 

«  For  this  reafon,    my  Lords,    the  Exchequer 
'  notes  were  ififued  to  them,  though  at  that  time 

*  their   flock  was  high,  and   perhaps   they   might 

*  not  want  them  very  much,  fince  it  was  eafy  at 
<   that  time  for  them  to  raife  what  fum  they  pleafed 

*  by  fubfcriptions. 

'  But  as  they  were  entitled  to  thofe  notes,  and 

*  as  they  were  demanded  of  the  Treafury  according 
'  to  law,  the  commifTioners  of  the  Treafury  could 
'  not  be  [o  indifcreet,   as  to  refufe  them,  without- 

*  taking  upon  themfelves  the  blame  of  any  mif- 
'  carriage  •,  and  it  is  very  plain,  that  the  wifefl  of 
^  the  directors,  who  faw  their  flock  carried   to  that 

*  monflrous  height,  where  it  never  could  be  fup- 

*  ported,  were  apprehenfive  of  the  confequences  of 

*  it,  and  were  looking  out  for  every  pretence  to 

*  lay  the  blame  upon  the  adminiflration. 

'  But  though  I  was  always  upon  my  guard  in 

*  this  point,  yet  I  do  declare,  I  never  was  want- 

*  ing  to  ferve  and  alTift  them  to  the  utmofl  of  my 

*  power. 

*  And   though  perhaps,   my  Lords,    it  was  in 

*  the  power  of  the  Treafury,    if  they  would  have 

*  taken  upon  them  what  did  not  belong  to  them, 
^  to  have  run  down  the  flock  ;  yet  confidering  the 
'  Parliament  was   then   fitting,  the    greatefl  part 

*  whereof   were  deeply  engaged  in  it,    it  had  been 

*  a  bold  undertaking  for  the  Treafury  to  have  at- 

*  tempted  to  have  brought  down  the  ftock,  and 

*  muft  have  drawn  upon  themfelves  the  rage  of  all 

*  the  fufFerers,  and  fure  deflruction. 

*  This  unhappy  affair,  my  Lords,  began   at  a 

*  time  when  the  pafTion  and  avaricious  defires  of 

*  mankind  were  grown  up  to  a  madnefs  and  a  di- 

*  flemper,  and  one  cannot  without  pity  look  back 
^  upon  the  rage  and  folly  of  the  year, 

*  The 
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*  The  unaccountable  fuccefs  of  this  undertaking 

*  gave  birth  to  many   bafe  and  ruinous  projects  ; 

*  and  it  mult  ever  be  a  public  reproach,  thatencou« 
'  ragement  was  given  to  thofe  two  bubbles  that 
^  were  eftablifhed  to  raife  a  fupply  for  the  fupport 

*  of  the  civil  lift  ;  it  is  very  well  known  that  thofe 
«  two  projedts  did  not  proceed  from  me. 

^  Whatever  opinion  the  world  may  have  of  the 
^  South-fea  fcheme,    I  will  prefume  to  fay,    thefe 

*  two  projedts  were  founded  in  greater  iniquity,  and 

*  contributed  more  to  the  public  calamity  than  any 
'  thing  elfe, 

^  After  this,  my  Lords,  I  may  venture  to  fay,  the 
^  South-fea  fcheme  was  becom.e  ungovernable  ;  and 

*  fome  of  the  wifeitofthe  directors  were  fo  fenfible 

*  of  it,  that  to  do  them  juftice,  I  muft  declare,  they 

*  came  to  the  Treafury,  and  offered  to  advance  the 

*  money  for  the  civil  lift  upon  fure  and  eafy  terms, 
'  rather    than    that    thofe    bubbles    fhould    take 

*  place. 

'  But  though  the  Treafury   ^/ere  provided  with 

*  ways  and  means  for  the  fupply  of  the  civil  lift, 

*  without  the  help  of  either  ;  yet  thofe  projeds,  and 
^  others  had  taken  fuch  deep   root  in  the  houfe  of 

*  Commons,  and  elfewhcre,  as  made  it  impofuble 

*  to  oppofe  them  ;  and  they  had  that  confequence 
^  which  the  directors  of  the  South-fea  Companji 
«  foretold,    and  which  every  body  might  forefee, 

*  viz,  to  increafe  the  flame,  by  adding  this  unnecef- 

*  fary  fuel  to  it. 

*  And  as  the  South-fea  fcheme  might  give  birth 

*  to  the  bubbles,  fo  the  bubbles  contributed  to  raife 
«  the  South-fea  Company  to  that  height  which 
'  brought  us  into  this  condition. 

*  My  Lords,    I  muft  not  omit  in  this  place  to 
«  take  notice,  that  this  fpirit  of  bubbling  had  pre- 

*  vailed  fo   univerfally,    that,   to  fhew  you  what 

*  would  have  been  the  cafe  if  the  Bank    had  ob* 

«  tained 
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*  tained  the  fcheme,  the  very  Bank  became  a  bub- 

*  ble  ;  and  this,    my  Lords,  was  not  by  chance  or 

*  neceffity,  or  from  any  engagement  to  raife  mo- 

*  ney  for  the  public  fervice,  but  from  the  fame 
^  fpirit  that  adluated  Temple  Mills^  or  Garrawafs 
'  fifhery.  For  this  piirpofe,  my  Lords,  they  cn- 
'  tertained  a  fcheme,   in  imitation  of  the  South-feay 

*  of  lending  money  upon  their  ftock,  which  as  it 

*  contrribuced  to  raife  the  price  of  their  own  ftock, 

*  fo  it  furnilhed  a  fupply  of  cafh  to  the  gamefters 

*  in  the  Alley,   that  at  once  pulhed  up  the  bubbles 

*  and  the   Sonth-fea    to    an     immoderate   height. 

*  But  as  this  was  intended  chiefly  to  advance  their 
^  own  ftock,  let  the  projed  come  from  what  hand 

*  foever,  it  was  founded  in  the  fame  iniquity 
'  with   any  other  bubble,    and   was   of  ten    times 

*  more  dangerous  confequence  :  For  as  Bank  ftock 

*  was  raifed  by  it  from  1 50  to  145,  and  as  it  has 
^  fallen   from  thence  to  130,  there  have  been  ma- 

*  ny  millions  loft  upon  it  •,    befides  the  fatal  con- 

*  fequence  it  had  like  to  have  had  upon  the  pub- 
'  lie  credit:  For,  for  want  of  this  money,    which 

*  was   locked  up    in  loans  upon   their  own    ftock, 

*  and  could  not  readily  become  at,    they   were  at 

*  a  lofs  when  the  crufh  happened,    and  were  forced 

*  to  have  recourfe  to  a  fubfcription,  fupported 
'  chiefly  by  the  adventurers  of  the  South- fea^  and 
^  to  a  memorable  bargain  with  the  South- fea  Com- 

*  pany. 

*  And  here,  my  Lords,  whilft  I  am  fpeaking 
'  upon  this  fubjedt,  give  me  leave  to  lament  the 
'  fate  of  the  unhappy  proprietors  of  the  redeem- 

*  able  debts,  that  were  drawn   in  to  fubfcribe  their 

*  refpedive   eftates,    not  fo  much  from  the  arts  of 

*  the  South- fea  directors,  as  from  the  fatal  influence 
'  and  example  of  fome  of  the  chief  managers  and 
'  friends  of  the  Bank  ;  who,  though  they  now 
'  make  the  greateft  clamour  for  juftice,    were  the 

<  firfl 
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*  firft  that  fubfcri bed  the  redeemables  into  th^Soutb- 
'  fea  Company  ;  and  this,  my  Lords,  they  did  not 
'  do  by  furprize  or  miftake,  but  upon  great  delibe- 

*  ration  ;  having  fome  time   before   prepared  for 

*  this  fubfcription,  and  purchafed  great  part  of  this 

*  debt  at  advanced  prices  for  this  purpofe.  And 
^  there  are   fome  of  thefe    Gentlemen,  and   even 

*  fome  of  my  accufers,  that  purchafed  the  redeem- 
'  ables,  who  thought  me  extremely  filly  for  advi- 

*  fing  them  againft  endeavouring  to  make  their  for- 

*  tunes  by  this  projedl.     And  it  islikewife  very  re- 

*  markable,  my  Lords,  that  a  letter  was  produced 
'  to  the  Houfe   of  Commons,  under  the  hands  of 

*  the  chief  directors  of  the  Bank,  whereby  they  made 

*  the  mod  early  application,  and  in  the  moil  hum- 

*  ble  and  abjed:  terms,  to  their  moft  determined 

*  enemy,  Sir  John  Blunt,  to  be  admitted  to  this 
'  fubfcription.     It  was  no    wonder  then,  that   the 

*  wifeft  and  mod  cautious  of  their  admirers  went 
'  along  with  them,  and  much  lefs  that  the  crowd 

*  fliould  be  led   into  this  fatal  error,  by  their   ex- 

*  ample. 

'  I  do  not  fay  this,  my  Lord?,  to  lay  any  blame 

*  or  imputation  upon  the  Bank,  but  to  fhew  your 

*  LordfliipSj  that  this  grave  and  cautious  body  of 

*  men  were  touched  with  the  infatuation  as   well  as 

*  others  -,  and  that  fome  of  their  greateft  friends, 
'  and  the  loudeft   complainants,  were,  in  fpite  of 

*  all  advice,  the  greateft  pufhers  in  this  chimerical 
'  projefl. 

'  I  muft  own,  my  Lords,  I  was   pretty   much 
'  furprized  to  fee  this  work  going  on  •,  but  as  the 

*  adl  of  Parliament   had  intirely  divefted  the  Trea- 

*  fury  of  all  power  and  controul  over  the  Souib-fea 
'  diredors,  in  refpeft  to  the  redeemable  debts,  we 

*  could  be  only  fpeflators  of  this  melancholy  fcene. 
'  Of  this  the  Company  was  not  ignorant,  and 

*  therefore  did  not  think  fit  to  confuk  me,  or  any 

'  of 
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'  of  my  brethren,  about  it,  but  hurried  it  on  to  ex- 
'  ecution  at  once.  They  knew  their  power  too  welJ, 
^  and  were  too  much  elated  with  their  profperity, 

*  to  think  of  confulting  with  the  Treafury  upon  that 

*  occafion  -,  and  to  fhew  your  Lordfhips,  how  vain 

*  it  had  been  for  the  Treafury  to  have  interpofed,  and 

*  of  what  little  weight  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
'  chequer  was  at  that  time  with  thefe  gentlemen,  bc- 
^  fore  the  Treafury  was  adjourned,  I  waited  upon 

*  fome  of  the  diredlors  at  the  South-fea  Houfe,    to 

*  know  if  they  had  any  commands  for  the  Treafury  ; 
'  I,  indeed,  took  the  liberty  to  recommend  to  them, 

*  in  a  particular  manner,  the  expediting  the  dupli- 
'  cates  of  the  fubfcriptions  of  the  redeemable  and 

*  irredeemable  debts,  that  the  proprietors  might 
'  have  their  ftock  in  their  own  hands  as  foon  as  pof- 

*  fible  ;  but  I  found  them  too  bufy  in  making  their 

*  loans,   and  fquandering  away  the  company's  mo- 

*  ney,  to  mind  fuch  trifles  -,  and  fo  I  wasdifmifTed 

*  by  Sir  John  Blunts  with  leave  to  go  into  the  coun- 

*  try.  Such  v/as  the  pride  of  this  mighty  projedor 
^  at  that  time,  to  whom  fo  many  have  bowed  and 

*  fued  for  favours ! 

'  We  have  loft  the  memory  of  every  thing,  if  in 
^  fo  fhort  a  time  it  can  be  forgot,  how  the  eyes  of 

*  the  world  were  turned  from  the  Treafury,  and  the 

*  chief  Minifters  of  State,  to  this  great  oracle,whofe 
^  word  (as  Sir  Theodore  J anjfen  fays)  was  a  law  to  the 

*  company.  To  him  we  owe  every  motion,  and 
'  every  defperate  ftep  that  was  taken  in  the  execution 
'  of  this  fcheme  ;  and  therefore  1  cannot  help  faying, 
'  that  the  countenance  which  has  been  fhewn  him 
'  in  another  place,  is  due  to  a  merit,  that  has  not 
'  been  made  known  to  the  public. 

'  But  this  glory, my  Lords,  did  not  laft  long,  and 

*  I  was  fcarce  got  down  in  the  country,    when  I 

*  was  called  back  by  the  cries  of  thofe  concerned  in 
'  this  unhappy  company.  I  found  the  Lords  and 
^  others  in  the  adminiftration  met,  and  ufing  their 

*  endeavours 
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endeavours  to  fuccour  and  fupport  the  (lock.  The 
bank  by  their  mediation  was  called  in  to  the  af- 
fiflance  of  the  South-fea  company,  and  an  agree- 
ment was  made  between  the  two  companies,  to 
which  I  was  rather  a  witnefs  than  a  party. 
*  This  gave  fome  life  to  their  (lock,  and  flopped 
the  mouths  of  the  redeemable?,  who  were  grown 
very  clamorous.  I  mufl  own  thejufl  concern  I 
had  at  that  time,  and  fhall  always  retain  for  this 
great  body  of  the  public  creditors,  and  I  was 
pleafed  to  fee  them  fo  well  fatisfied  with  the  bar- 
gain the  Bank  had  made  for  them,  and  for  them- 
felves,  upon  whom  they  pinned  their  faith  fo  ab- 
folutely.  And  for  my  part,  I  (who  was  not  in  the 
fecret)  could  not  but  think  it  a  real  and  fmcere 
bargain^  fince  it  was  made  in  fo  folemn  a  manner 
between  a  committee  of  both  companies,  in  the 
prefence  of  many  Lords  and  Gentlemen  in  the  ad- 
miniflration,  confirmed  and  ratified  by  the  court 
of  directors  of  each  com.pany,  and  at  lafh  fignified 
in  form  to  the  commiffioners  of  the  Treafury,  by 
Six  John  Cope^  one  of  the  dired:ors  of  the  Bank. 
«  I  could  not  fufpedl  there  was  any  intrigue,  or 
deceit  in  this  tranfadlion,  'till  I  faw,  from  the  ex- 
traordinary motions  in  the  Alley,  and  feveral  pri- 
vate hints  that  were  given  out,  what  was  intended. 
I  could  not  think  it  pofTible  that  the  gentlemen  of 
the  Bank,  who  had  fuch  great  intereft  in  the  re- 
deemables  themfelves,  fhould  drop  fo  many  thou- 
fands  of  the  unhappy  proprietors,  who  had  de- 
pended fointirely  upon  them,  and  who  would  cer- 
tainly have  found  their  way  out  of  this  curfed  la- 
byrinth, if  they  had  not  been  lulled  afleep  by  this 
fallacious  agreement. 

*  As  for  me,  my  Lords,  I  was  thoroughly  fa- 
tisfied that  this  agreement  of  the  Bank  was  a  le- 
gal and  a  firm  bargain  ?  And  I  cannot  yet  imagine 
with  what  face  of  juflice,  or  equity,  they  could 
ever  break  thro'  it,v/ithout  providing  forthe  fafety 

«  of 
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'  of  their  wards,  (if  I  may  ufe  that  exprefTion)  the 
^  proprietors  of  the  redeemable  debts. 

'  Whilft  that  bargain  fubfifted,  and  whilfl:  the 

*  great   frauds  and  embezzlements  of  the  South-fea 

*  Company's  money  were  concealed,  at  ieaft  from 

*  me ;  and  whilft  loans  as  yet  were  not  remitted  by 

*  the  houfe  of  Commons,  1  did  not  think  thefe  pro- 

*  prietors  had  fo  ill  a  bargain,  or  could  be  fo  great 
'  fufFerers  as  now  I  find  they  are  :    For  this  reafon, 

*  my  Lords,  with  much  reludance,  and  after  all  the 

*  delays  that  could  be  made,    in  order  to  give  thefe 

*  gentlemen  the  opportunity  to  withdraw  their  fub- 

*  fcriptions,  if  they  thought  fit,  we  did  fign  the  in- 

*  ftrument  to  the  Exchequer ^z.s>iYit  law  direds,and a3 

*  we  thought  ourfelves  bound  to  do :  But  there  was 

*  that  caution  ufed,  that  after  we  had  fent  the  dupli- 

*  catesback  to  the  South-fea  Houfe  to  be  corrected, 

*  and  in  order  to  give  thefe  gentlemen  time  to  look 

*  about  them,  there  was  not  one  perfon  that  purfued 
'  the  law,  or  made  ufe  of  the  known  method  of  re- 

*  yoking  his  powers,   given  by  letters  of  attorney, 
'  that  was  not  relieved  ;  and  fofar  were  the  proprie- 

*  tors  indulged  by  favour  of  the  Treafury,  that  every 
'  perfon  v/ho  entered  his  proteft  there,  had  his  claim 

*  fatisfied  by  the  South-fea  Company,  before  the  du- 
'  plicates  were  allowed,  and  the  inftrument  (igned. 

*  But  after  ail  this,  my  Lords,  I  muft  declare,  that 
^  as  I  had  no  defign  of  forming  a  power  upon  their 

*  ruin,fo  no  views,  or  follicitations  upon  earth, fhould 
'  have  prevailed  v/ith  me  to  conclude  them  in  their 
«  properties,  if  I  had  thought  the  Bank  would  have 
^  dropt  them,  and  withdrawn  themfeives,or  that  the 
'  loans  would  have  been  remitted. 

*  My  Lords,  I  heartily  lament  the  misfortunes  of 

*  thofe,  who  being  drawn  \n  by  others,  had  not  the 
'  opportunity,  or  skill,  to  relieve  themfelves ;  but 

*  for  thofe,  my  Lords,  that  were  learned  in  the  law, 
'  or  at  the  head  of  the  law,  and  who  by  their  ex- 

*  ample,and  perhaps  authority,  drew  others  into  this 

'  misfortune. 
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*  misfortune,  I  am  not  concerned  if  they  are  punifh- 
'  ed  for  their  folly,    in  purchafing  thefe  debts,    in 

*  order  to  fubfcribe  them  in  with  a  view  to  their  own 
'  exorbitant  profit ;  and  no  man  can  pity  them  that 
'  crowded  in  with  fomuch  precipitation,  and  who, 
^  after  fo  much  time  for  recollection,    had  not  law 

*  enough,  in  fo  known  a  cafe,  to  find  their  way  out 

*  again. 

'  I  do  not  intend,    my  Lords,  by  what  I  have 

*  faid,  to  lay  any  imputation  upon  the  Bank  of  Eng" 
'  land',  for,  as  in  all  great  bodies,  there  are  few  that 

*  are  let  into  the  fecret,  I  fuppofe  it  might  fo  hap- 
^  pen  here  -,  but  if  what  I  have  heard  fince  be  true, 

*  and  what  they  fay  has  been  publicly  avowed,  that 
'  this  bargain  was  never  intended  to  be  kept  ;   then, 

*  I  fay,  it  was  not  only  a  ufeful  fecret  to  thofethat 
'  were  in  it,  but  the  mofl  compleat  flratagem  of  the 
'  whole  year. 

'  But  whoever  have  contributed  to  the  misfortunes 

*  of  the  redeemable  creditors,  fure  I  am,  their  de- 
'  flrudlion  cannotjuftly  be  imputed  to  me  ;  fince  I 
'  have  only,  as  one  of  the  commiflioners  of  the 
'  Treafury,  complied  with  the  law,  where  I  heartily 

*  wifh  they  may  find  what  relief  is  due  to  them. 

'  If  I  may  be  allowed,  my  Lords,  to  take  notice 

*  of  another  body  of  unhappy  fufferers  in  this  com- 
'  mon  calamity,  I  believe  I  fhall  eafily  gain  credit, 

*  if  I  afiure  your  Lordfhips,  that  I  have  nothing  to 

*  anfwer  for,  with  refpedt  to  the  money-fubfcribers. 

*  There  is  not  one  man  in  the  kingdom  that^can  lay 

*  his  misfortues,  on  that  account,  at  my  door.  No- 
«  body  can  fay,  that  I  advifed,  or  encouraged  him 
«  in  thofe  adventures  ;  there  are  letters  to  be  pro- 

*  duced,  that  would  make  my  enemies afhamed,even 

*  fome  of  the  fecret  Committee  themfelves,  of  their 

*  humble  follicitations  for  thofe  favours. 

'  As  to  the  proprietors  of  the  old  flock,  they  have 

*  no  reafon  to  complain  of  me  •,  I  have  not  robbed 

*  them  by  loans  for  myfelf,  or  any  of  my  friends  ; 

*  and 
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*  and  as  all  the  witnefTes  that  have  been  examined, 

*  have  intirely  acquitted   me,  of  advifmg,  or  being 

*  privy  to  any  of  thefe  loans,  fo  I  challenge  all  the 

*  world  to  prove  that  I  ever  recommended  any  one 
^  man  to  the  company,    to  partake  of  them.     And 

*  if  I  had  thofe  avaricious  views  that  are  fuggelled, 

*  I  muft  have  miftaken  my  way  very  much,    and 

*  have  been  little  in  the  fecret,  not  to  have  fecured  a 
'  good  fhare  of  the  public  fpoils  out  of  thefe  un- 

*  warrantable  loans. 

*  But  as  thefe  loans,  and  the  diredlors  buying  their 

*  own  private  flock  for  the  company,  with  the  com- 

*  pany's   money,   were   the   chief,  if  not  the  only 

*  caufes,  of  our  misfortunes,  and  the  ruin  of  the  pub- 

*  lie  credit  ;  fo  my  Lords,  the  direflors,  I  mean 
'  thofe  that  were  in  the  fecret,  werefo  far  from  con- 
'  fulting   me,  or  any  of  the  commiffioners  of  the 

*  treafury,  upon  either  of  thefe  occafions,  that  not- 

*  withftanding  my  endeavours  to  know  the  ftate  of 

*  their  cafh  and  credit,  they  kept  it  as  the  greateft 

*  fecret  from  me,  and  guarded  more  againfl  me, 
'  than  againfb  any  other  man  living.     Nor  could  I 

*  ever  learn  from  Mr.  Kmj^bL  what  thofe  loans  a- 

*  mounted  ro,  or  upon  what  fecurity  they  werelenr^ 

*  notwithftanding  others  were  ]tt  into  that  fecret, 
'  'till  the  accounts  thereof  were  laid  upon  the  table 
^  of   the  Houfe  of  Commons.  Thus,  my  Lords,  I 

*  conceive  I  have  given  you  full  fitisfa6tIon  as  to 
'  every  thing  that  hath  been  laid  to  my  charge,  or 
'  that  1  can  even  fugged  againft  myfclt,  without  the 

*  helpof  miy  profecutorsj  but  if  any  doubt  remain 

*  with  your  Lordfhips,   in  relation  to  my  defence  ; 

*  or  if  there  be  the  leaft  circumftance.that  is  not  clear- 
'  ed  up,  I  befeech  your  Lordfhips  that  I  may  know 

*  it,  before  I  withdraw. 

*  My  Lords,  I  now  perceive  you  Lordfhips  do 

*  not  think  it  neceffary  that  I  fhould  take  up  any 

*  more  of  your  time  *,   and  therefore  fmce   I    have 

*  gone  thro'  my  whole  charge  and  your  Lordfhips  are 

Vol.  VIIL  L  '  pleafed 
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'  pleafed  to  require  no  farther  fatisfadion,  give  me 

*  leave  to  fay,  before  I  conclude,  that  notwithftand- 

*  ing  the  weight  of  pubiick  clamour,  and  the  ftridlell 
'  and  mod  torturing  inquiry  that   any  one  man  has. 

*  ever  undergone,  it  is  an  unfpeakable  happinefs  that 
'  I  have  fet  my  innocence  in  fo  clear  a  light  *,  and  it. 

*  is  furprizing,  beyond  any  thing  that  ever  happen- 

*  ed,  that  among  fo  many    unfortunate  men,     to 

*  whofe  fate  I  am    tacked    by  this   bill,  and  who 
'  have  been  examined  particularly  againfl  me,  un- 

*  der  all  the  terrors  of  death  and  confifcation,  and 

*  under  all  the  temptations  tliat  could  be   thrown  ia 

*  their  way,  there  is  not  one  of  them  that  hasaccufed 

*  me,  but,  on  the  contrary,  they  all  have  intirely 
'  acquitted  me. 

'  This,  my  Lords,  I  mud  call  a    deliverance  ; 

*  this  will  make  me  bear  the  worft  of  punifhments^ 
^  without  fhame.     This  is  inch  a  trial  that  no  one  e- 

*  ver  paft  thro'  before,,  and  1  heartily  wifli,  that  the 

*  worft  of  my  enemies  may,  in  their  day  of  trial,  af- 

*  ter  fuch  a  profecution,  anci  fuch  an  inquiry,  be- 
^able  to  make  their  innocence  abide  the  teft  as  well- 
'  as  mine  has  done.  1  have  made  no  bafe  fubmif- 
'  fion,  no  unworthy  applications  to  any  man,  not- 
^  withftanding  the  vanity  of  one  of  the  fecret  com- 

*  mittec.  My  innocence  has  been  my  only  fereen, 
'  and  your  Lordfliipsjuftice  is  my  refuge.' 

Having  thus  fpoken,  he  withdrew,  and  the  que- 
llion  being  put,  that  there  was  fufficient  ground  to 
have  his  name  continued  in  the  diredors  bill,  it 
was  carried  in  the  affirmative,  after  a  debate,  in 
which  fcveral  Lords  fpoke  in  behalf  of  Mr.  jfj/f^- 
He,  and  fo  he  was  remanded  to  the  Tower. 

The  next  day  the  L>ords  heard  Sir  Con[iantine 
Phipps^  and  Mr.  M'llliams^  counfel  upon  the  peti- 
tion of  the  executors  ol  the  late  Mr.  Craggs  Se- 
nior, and  then  called  in,  and  examined  fcverally. 
Sir  George  Cafwcll^  Mr.  Sa'whriclge^  Mr.  Surtnan^ 
Mr.  /:/c'r.»/,  and    Mr.    Huggins,     It   was- alledged, 

and 
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and  endeavoured  to  be  proved,  in  favour  of  the  pen-  " 
tioners,  that  Mr.  Craggs  had  paid  for  his  flock  by 
a  note  of  37,000  /.  from  the  Sword-blade  company^ 
payable  to  Mr.  Robert  Knight^  treafurer  of  the  Souih- 
fea  company  :  And  Sir  George  CafivelU  and  Mr. 
Sawhridge^  fwore  that  they  had  given  fuch  a  note. 
But  when  the  queftion  was  put  to  Mr.  Sawhridge^ 
whether  the  note  was  paid,  he  firft  anfwered  eva- 
fively,  which  put  the  houfe  into  fome  heat,  and  the 
Lord  Trevor  (lood  up,  and  faid,  '  He  wondered 
'  that  auguft  afTembly  would  fuffer  themfelves  to  be 
*  trifled  with  at  that  rate.'  Hereupon  Mr.Sawhridge 
being  ordered  to  anfwer  diredlly  upon  his  oath,  Whe- 
ther the  money  mentioned  in  the  note,  was  paid  or 
not  ?  he  then  owned  it  was  not  ;  nor  ever  intended 
to  be  paid,  when  it  was  given  :  Upon  which,  the 
houfe  where  fo  thoroughly  convinced  of  the  frau- 
dulent collufion,  that  they  would  hear  no  more  wit- 
nefles,  and  fo  pafTed  the  claufe  relating  to  the  late 
Mr.  James  Craggs^  Senior,  without  one  negative. 
The  next  day  the  Lords  went  through  mod  part 
of  the  diredlors  bill,  and  put  off^  to  Monday  the 
24th.  It  was  generally  reported,  and  believed,  that 
this  was  done  with  a  defign  to  give  the  courtiers  time 
to  feel  the  pulfe  of  feveral  perfons,  as  to  an  intended 
claufe  for  mulding  the  late  dire6lors ;  but  being  told 
by  the  leading  men  in  the  houfe  of  Commons,  That 
if  any  alteration  v/as  made  in  the  bill,  they  would 
never  pafs  it ;  when  that  day  came,  the  Lords,  in  a 
grand  Committee,  went  through  the  bill,  and  made 
only  fome  fmall  amendments,  as  to  the  time  given  to 
the  forfeiting  perfons  to  difcovcr  their  eftates.  On 
Tuejday  the  25th  of  July^  their  Lordfhips  read  the  The  \s>xi'^ 
faid  bill  the  third  time,  pafled  it,  and  fent  it  down  to  fga^t^he^ 
the  Commons, who  readily  agreed  to  their  Lordlhips  airc^^^^, 
amendments.  '^'* 

The   fame  day    in    the   morning,    tlie    Com- 
mittee of  the  houfe  of  ComnFions,    to   whom   it 

L  2  vvjis 
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was  referred  to  draw  up  an  addrefs  to  his  Majefty, 
reprefenting  the  flate  of  the  public  credit,  and  the 
refolutions  of  the  Houfe  relating  thereto,  drew  up 
the  faid  addrefs,  which,  in  the  afternoon,  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  reported  to  the  Houfe, 
and  the  fame  was  agreed  to,  as  follows : 


The  houfe 
of  Commons 
addrefs  to 
the  King, 
reprefenting 
the  ftate  of 
public  cre- 
dit. 


Ildojl  gracious  Sovereign^ 

WE  Your  Majelly's  mod  dutiful  and  loyal 
fubjevSls,  the  Commons  of  Great  Britain 
in  Parliament  afifembled,  being  fenfibly  afFedled 
with  the  mifery  and  calamities  that  have  befallen 
great  numbers  of  your  Majefty's  faithful  fubjeds, 
occafioned  by  the  heavy  lofTes  they  have  fuftained 
from  the  fatal  execution  of  the  South-fea  fcheme, 
and  taking  into  our  ferious  confideration  the  low 
flate  of  public  and  private  credit,  which  it  feems 
impofTible  to  us  fhould  ever  revive  under  the  pre- 
fent  uncertain  and  unfettled  poflure  of  affairs,  have 
come  to  feveral  refolutions,  which  we  humbly  beg 
leave  to  lay  before  your  Majefly,  and  are  as  fol- 
low, i^c. 

Here  were  recited  the  refolutions  about  public  cre- 
dit o^  May  3d,  June  pth,  June  12th,  and  July  jth. 


^  When  we  firfl  entered  upon  the  confideration  of 
this  extenfive  and  perplexed  affair,  we  thought  it 
mofl  advifable  to  leave  every  man's  property  to  be 
determined  by  due  courfe  of  law  \  and  were  of  opi- 
nion, that  no  relief  or  abatement  could  properly  be 
prefcribed  or  given,  but  from  the  South-fea  Com^ 
pany  :  But  the  difcontents  of  the  people  daily  in- 
creafmg,and  the  uncertain  and  doubtful  events,that 
threatened  very  great  and  valuable  properties,creat- 
ing  fuch  infinite  anxieties  and  difTatisfa^tion,  as  had 
a  mofl  fatal  and  general  influence  upon  all  public 
and  private  credit,  the  interpofition  of  Parliament 
became  unavoidable, and  we  found  ourfelves  under^ 

*  a  ne» 
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a  hecefTity  of  refuming  the  confideration  of  this 
nice  and  intricate  matter,  and  to  endeavour  to  re- 
move, as  far  as  poffibJe,  the  chief  and  greateft  in- 
conveniences* 

'  The  great  difficulty  in  remedying  thefe  mifchiefs 
feemed  to  arife  from  the  feveral  contending  interefts 
engaged  in  the  South-fea  Company,  which  made  it 
impoiTible  to  give  relief  to  fome,  but  at  the  ex- 
pence  of  others  ;  and  as  all  the  new  proprietors,  as 
well  thofe  concerned  in  the  public  funds  as  the  o- 
ther  adventurers,  were  equally  impofed  upon  by  the 
artifices  of  the  late  dlredlors,  and  equally  drawn  iii 
by  their  own  too  great  credulity,  and  defire  of 
gain  ;  to  have  difcharged  any  particular  fet,  had 
been  not  only  an  injuftice  to  the  refl,  but  by  dif- 
folving  the  whole  fyfl:em,had  involved  them  in  ut- 
ter ruin,  which  made  adiftribution  of  lolTes,  and 
fome  abatement  to  all,  abfolutely  necefTary.  It 
was,  indeed,  very  much  to  be  wifhed,  that  fuch 
eafe  could  have  been  given  to  the  proprietors  of  the 
public  debts,  as  would  have  made  their  property  as 
valuable  to  them  as  they  had  injoyed  it  for  many 
years ;  but  as  they  had  voluntarily  confented  to 
take  ftock  at  fome  rate  or  other,  even  at  the  time 
when  they  faw  the  flock  raifed  to  the  higheft  pitch, 
the  giving  flock  at  one  and  the  fame  price  to  them, 
and  all  others,  that  were  mofl  immediately  con- 
cerned, makes  the  provifion  as  jufl  and  equitable 
as  the  nature  of  the  thing  will  admit  ;  it  being  im- 
pradlicable  fofar  to  reconcile  the  diffc^rent  interefts 
in  this  general  concern,  as  to  make  the  conditions 
of  thofe  equal,  that  had  engaged  themfelves  at  dif- 
ferent rates,  and  upon  unequal  terms. 
'  The  great  and  principal  mifchiefs  arofe  from  fe-^ 
ral  concurring  circumflances  :  From  the  hard 
terms  of  mofl  of  the  proprietors,  occafioned  by  the 
high  prices  at  which  they  had  purchafed  flock,  or 
the  excefTive  rates  at  which,  as  well  the  proprietors 
•  of  publick  debts,  as  the  money  fubferibers,  had  o- 

1.  3  obliged 
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bilged  themfelves  to  take  ftock  ;  from  the  demand 
of  above  feven  millions  payable  to  the  public, 
which  could  only  be  raifcd  out  of  the  properties  of 
thofe  that  were  already  too  great  fufferers,  and 
which  rendered  the  Company  incapable  of  giving 
them  any  farther  eafe  or  relief  %  from  the  difputes 
and  conteft  at  law,  which  were  preparing  to  be 
carried  on,  not  only  between  the  Company  and  the 
fubfcribers  of  the  redeemable  funds,  but  between 
infinite  numbers  of  private  perfons,engaged  in  con- 
tracts for  the  fale  and  purchafe  of  fbock  and  fub- 
fcriptions  j  from  theimpolTibility  of  the  money  fub- 
fcribers making  any  farther  payments  ;  from  the 
great  lofs  the  Company  had  fuftained,  by  the  late 
directors  having  lent  out  above  eleven  millions  of 
the  Company's  money  without  any,  or  without 
fufficient  fecurity  ;  and  from  the  very  little  profpedt 
of  recovering  any  confiderable  part  thereof;  with- 
out which  it  was  impofilble  for  the  Company  to 
comply  with  the  demand  of  the  public,  but  at  the 
infinite  expence  and  infupportable  lofs  of  all  their 
adventurers,  which  muft  have  proved  deflructive 
to  the  trade  and  credit  of  the  kingdom. 
*  Thefe  confidcrations  induced  us  to  come  to  the 
foregoing  refolutions  ;  being,  as  we  conceive,  the 
moil  proper  means  to  enable  the  Company  to  give 
relief  to  fuch  of  their  proprietors  as  moil  wanted 
and  deferved  it  ;  to  put  an  end  to  all  difputes  at 
law^  and  to  fix,  fettle,  and  afcertain  the  feveral  pro- 
perties and  interells  of  all  perfons  concerned  with 
t\itSouth-fca  Company;  to  deliver  infinite  numbers 
of  your  Majefty-'s  good  fubjedls  from  the  apprehen- 
fion  of  vexatious  law-fuits  and  profecutions,  and 
from  the  farther  demand  of  fuch  excefTive  fums  of 
money,  as  muft  fmk  and  deprefs  all  public  and  pri- 
vate credit. 

'  And  as  thegreateft  mifchiefs,  which  we  now  fo 
juftly  complain  of,  have  arifen  from  the  unwarran- 
table methods  ufed  by  the  late  direclorsof  the6'^////5'- 

fea 
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'  fea  company,  in  felling  and  dlfpofing  of  fuch  part 

*  of  their  increafed  capital  (lock  as  belonged  to  tiie 
'  company  s  to  remove  fuch  a  foundation  of  ftock- 
'  jobbing,  and  to  prevent  the  like  fatal  confequences 
<  for  the  fa rure,  we  thought  it  neceffary  to  take  care 

*  that  all  the  increafed  capital  flock  belonging  to  the 

*  Company,  which,  after  the  propofed  diftribution 

*  is  made,  fhall  remain  undifpofed  of,  be  divided  a- 

*  mong  all  the  proprietors  of  the  faid  company,  in 

*  proportion  to  their  feveral  and  refpedive  intcrefts. 

'  Thefe  refokitions,  if  pafied  into  a  law,  and  duly 

'  put  in  execution,  we  humbly  hope  will  tend  very 

'  much  to  the  re-eftablifhing  of  public  credit,  to  the 

'  quieting  of  the  minds  of  your  Majefty's  fubjeds, 

'  and  contribute  to  the  eafe  and  relief  of  great  num- 

*  bers,  tho'  not  fufficient  to  give  fatisfacftion  to,  or 

*  repair  the  lofles  of,  that  are  unhappily  involved 

*  in  the  prefent  calamity. 

*  But  as  the  antient  ufage,  and  eflablifhed  rules  oF 
'  Parliament,  make  it  impradicable  for  us  to  pre- 
'  pare  bills  for  the  royal  affent,  during  the  prefent 

*  feffion  of  Parliament,  for  fome  of  the  purpofes  con- 
^  tained  in  our  refolutions,  we  have  humbly  pre- 
'  fumed  to  lay  the  fame  before  your  Majcfty  for  your 

*  royal  confideration  ;  not  doubting  but  that  your 
<  Majefty  will,   out  of  your  great  wifdom,   and  ac- 

*  cuftomed  grace  and  goodnefs  to  your  people,  as 

*  foon  as  the  public  and  private  bills,  how  depend- 
'  ing  in  Parliament,  fliall  be  difpatched,  give  us  an 

*  early  opportunity  of  perfe^^ling  this  great  and  ne- 

*  celTary  Work. 

This  addrefs  being  the  next  day  prefented  to  the 
King  by  the  whole  houfe,  his  Majefty  returned  the 
following  anfwer. 

Gentlemen, 

I  Have  fuch  an  intire  confidence  in  the  ParUarnenfs 
duty  and  affe^ion  to  vie^  and  their  zeal  for  the  pub- 
L  4  Ik 
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lie  fervire^  that  IJhall  very  readily  coinply  with  what 
you  deftrey  and  will  foon  give  you  an  opportunity  of  do- 
ing what  you  propofe^  for  fettling  and  eftahlijhing  the 
credit  of  the  kingdom. 

On  the  28  th  of  July  the  Lords  fent  a  meffage  to 
the  Commons,  to  acquaint  them  that  his  Majefty 
had  been  pleafed  to  fend  a  bill,  intitled,  An  At  for 
the  King^s  mojl  gracious,  general,  and  free  pardon^ 
which  the  Lords  had  humbly  accepted,  and  pafTed, 
and  now  fent  it  down  to  the  Commons  ;  whereup- 
on the  faid  bill  was  once  read,  pafTed,  and  fent  back 
to  the  Lords. 

The  next  day  the  King  came  to  the  houfe  of  Peers 
with  the  ufual  ftateand  folemnity,andthe  Commons 
being  fent  for  up,  and  attending,  their  Speaker,  up- 
on prefenting  the  civil  lill  bill  to  his  Majefty,  made 
the  following  fpeech. 

Moll  gramus  Sovereign, 
<  "VT  OUR  Majefty's  moft  dutiful  and  loyal  fub- 

*  X    jec^s,  the  Commons  of  Great  Britain  in  Par- 

*  liament  affembled,  being  fenfible  of  the  great  debt 

*  upon  the  civil  lift,  occafioned  by  the  calamity  of 
«  the  times,  which  has  difabled  the  two  Companies  of 

*  Affurance  to  make  good  the  money  which  they  had 
'  ftipulated  to  pay  the  Crown,  which,  if  it  had  been 

*  infifted  on,  would  have  occafioned  the  ruin  of  ma* 

*  ny  families,    and  would  confequently  have  been  a 

*  great  obftrudlion  to  trade :   And  your  Majefty  ha- 
'  ving  always  had  fo  much  goodnefs,   as  rather  to 

*  wave  your  own  right,  than  to  exad  it,  to  the  pre- 

*  judice  of  your  faithful  fubjcdls :  We  have  therefore, 

*  to  make  good  that  lofs,  given  your  Majefty,  and 

*  do  humbly  pray,that  yourMajefly  will  be  graciouf- 

*  ly  pleafed  to  accept  of  fix  pence  in  the  pound,  to  be 
\  paid  out  of  the  civil  lift,  from  your  faithful  Com- 

'  mons. 
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*  mons,  who  will  be  always  ready  to  fupport  your 
'  Majefly  and  Government. 

After  this,  his  Majefly  gave  the  royal afifent  to  the 
two  following,  and  feveral  other  public  bills,  viz. 

I.  ^n  AB  for  ralfing  a  fum  not  exceeding  jive  hun- 
dred thoufand  pounds^  by  charging  annuities  at  the  rate 
of  five  founds  per  cent,  per  Annum  upn  the  civil 
lift  revenues^  ^till  redeemed  by  the  crown  ;  andjor  ena^ 
hling  his  Majefty^  his  heirs^  or  Juccejjhrs^  {by  caufing 
fuch  a  dedu5lion  to  be  made  as  therein  is  mentioned)  to 
make  good  to  the  civil  lift,  the  payments  which  Jh  all  havs 
been  made  upon  the  [aid  annuities  ;  and  for  borrowing 
money  upon  certain  lottery  tickets  ;  and  for  difcharging 
the  corporations  of  ajfurances  of  part  of  the  money  which 
they  were  obliged  to  pay  to  his  Majefly,.  and  for  ma-- 
king  good  a  deficiency  to  the  Eaft- India  Company, 

a.  An  A5t  for  raifing  money  upon  the  eftates  of  the 
late  fub'gover nor ^  deputy -governor,  dire^ors^  cafhier^ 
deputy -cafhier^  and  acccuntant  of  the  South-fea  Compa^ 
ny^  and  of  John  Aiflabie,  Efq,  and  hkewife  of  J  dimes 
Craggs,  Senior^  Efq\deceafed,  towards  making  good 
the  great  lofs  and  damage  fuftained  by  the  faid  Compa- 
ny j  and  for  difabling  fuch  of  the  faid  per fons  as  are 
living  ^to  hold  any  office  or  place  oftrufl  under  the  crown  ^ 
or  to  fit  or  vote  in  Parliament  for  the  future  \  and  for 
other  purpofes  in  the  faid  a^  expreffed. 

And  then  the  Lord  Chancellor,  by  his  Majefty's 
command^  prorogued  the  Parliament  to  the  31ft  of 
July^  on  which  day  the  King  came  to  the  houfe  of 
Peers,  with  the  ufijal  ftate  and  fclemnity,  and  the 
Commons  being  fent  for  up,  and  attending,  his  Ma- 
jefly, by  the  mouth  of  the  I.crd  High  Chancellor, 
made  the  following  fpeech  to  both  Houfes. 

My 
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My  Lords  and  Gentlemen, 

HE  occafion  of  my  calling y on  together  again  fo 
fuddenly^  is  to  give  you  an  opportunity  of  refiim- 
ing  the  confideration  of  the  fiat  e  of  public  credit. 


T 


Gentlemen  of  the  houfe  of  Commons. 

ne  progrefs  that  you  made  in  this  affair  during  the 
lafl  feffion^  laidfuch  a  foundation  of  this  neceffary  work^ 
that  the  world  is  fully  apprifed  of  what  is  reafonahly  to 
he  hoped  for  at  this  prefent  Conjun^iure, 

My  Lords  and  Gentlemen, 

/  muft  recommend  to  you  all  poffible  difpatch^  and  ajn 
perfuaded  that  at  this  feafon  of  the  year^  your  delibera^ 
tion  will  be  conjinked  to  what  is  abfolutely  neceffary  upon 
this  extraordinary  occafion. 

The  Commons  being  returned  to  their  houfe,im- 
mediately  refolved  themfelves  into  a  grand  commit- 
tee, to  take  his  Majefty's  fpeech  into  confideration, 
and  came  to  feveral  refolutions,  which  were  report- 
ed the  next  day,  and  agreed  to  by  the  houfe,  as  fol- 
lows, viz. 

The  Com-       I.  That,  for  the  re-eftabHlliing  of  public  credit,re- 
inons  rcfo-    jj^f  j^g  crjven  to  the  South-fca  company  with  reo;ard 

lutions  for  &  r    i        r  -m-        '^  ^         j       jP       a 

re-eftabii(h-  to  the  payment  or  the  four  millions  one  hundred  and 
evcdfu^^'^  fifty  fix  thoufand  three  hundred  and  fix  pounds  four 
ihillings  and  eleven  pence,  and  the  four  and  a  half 
years  purchafe,  and  one  year's  purchafe,  upon  feve- 
ral annuities,  and  other  national  debts,  the  faid  Com- 
pany giving  fuch  confideration  to  the  public,  and 
fuch  farther  relief  to  the  feveral  proprietors,  and  per- 
fons  concerned  in  interefb  with  the  faid  Company,as 
this  Houfe  fhall  think  proper. 

2.  That  for  the  re-eftablilliing  of  public  credit, 
and  quieting  the  minds  of  his  Majefty's  iubjefls,  the 
leveral  properties  and  interelts  now  depending,  and 

con- 
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concerned  with  the  South-fea  company,  be  afcertalned 
and  iettled. 

3.  That  in  order  to  put  an  end  to  all  difputes  be- 
tween the  South'jea  company,  and  the  proprietors  of 
the  redeemable  funds  fubfcribed  into  the  faid  compa- 
ny, and  for  the  farther  relief  of  the  faid  proprietor?, 
and  the  proprietors  of  the  fecond,  third,  and  fourth 
money-fubfcriptions,  who  have  now  ftock  allowed 
them,  at  the  rate  of  four  himdvtd per  Cent,  with  the 
laft  Midfummer  dividend  of  ten  per  Cent,  in  ftock, 
an  addition  after  x\\t  rate  of  thirty  three  pound  fix 
fliillings  and  eight  pence  ftock,  upon  every  hundred 
pounds  ftock,  already  allowed,  be  given  by  the  Souths 
fea  company  to  the  proprietors  of  the  faid  redeemable 
funds,  and  to  the  proprietors  of  the  fecond,  third,  and 
fourth  money-fubfcriptions. 

4.  That  the  fum  of  four  millions  one  hundred  fif- 
ty fix  thoufand  three  hundred  forty  one  pounds,  with 
the  four  years  and  a  half,  and  one  year's  purchafe, 
payable  to  the  public  by  the  South-fea  company,  be 
remitted,  fo  as  from  the  24th  of  June,  1722.  two 
millions  of  the  capital  ftock  of  the  faid  company  be 
reduced  and  annihilated,  and  a  porportionable  part 
of  their  annuity,  or  yearly  fund,  in  refpedl  to  the  faid 
two  millions,  from  that  time  ceafe. 

5.  That  the  fecond  fubfcription  of  the  irredeema- 
bles,  as  well  the  long  annuities,  as  the  annuities  of 
nine  per  Cent,  prize  lottery  tickets,  and  blank  lotte- 
ry tickets,  be  made  equal  to  the  firft  fubfcription  of 
the  like  annuities  and  tickets,  by  an  addition  of  ftock 
at  one  hundred  and  fifty  per  Cent, 

6.  That  all  the  capital  South-fea  ftock  belonging 
to  the  company  in  their  own  right,  which,  after  the: 
propofed  diftribution  made,  fhall  remain  undifpofed 
ofj  be  divided  among  all  the  proprietors  of  the  (aid 

company, 
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company,  in  proportion  to  their  feveral  and  re- 
fpedlive  interefts  therein  •,  and  that  credit  be  given 
them  for  the  fame  in  the  books  of  the  faid 
company. 

7.  That  fuch  perfons  as  have  borrowed  money 
from  tht  South'fea  company  upon  South-fea  ftock^ 
actually  transferrred  and  pledged  at  the  time  of 
borrowing  to,  or  for  the  ufe  of  the  faid  company, 
fhall^  upon  payment  of  ten  per  cent,  upon  the  re- 
fpedlive  fums  fo  borrowed,  at  a  time  or  times  to 
be  limited,  and  not  otherwife,  be  difcharged  from 
all  farther  demands  of  the  faid  company,  in  re- 
fpedl  of  the  monies  fo  borrowed;  and  that  all 
the  ftock  fo  transferred  and  pledged,  together 
with  all  dividends  and  profits  thereto  belonging 
refpedlively,  be  abfolutely  vefted  in  the  faid 
company. 

8.  That  fuch  perfons  as  have  borrowed  money 
from  the  South-fea  company,  upon  fubfcription 
receipts  aftually  pledged  to  the  faid  company  at 
the  time  of  borrowing ;  fhall  upon  payment  of 
ten  per  cent,  upon  the  refpedive  fums  fo  borrow- 
ed, at  a  time,  or  times  to  be  limited,  and  not 
otherwife,  be  difcharged  from  all  farther  demands 
in  refpedt  of  the  money  fo  borrowed  •,  and  that  all 
the  fubfcription- receipts  fo  pledged,  together  with 
all  dividends  and  profits  thereunto  belonging,  be 
abfolutely  vefted  in  the  faid  company. 

9.  That  all  contrails  for  the  fale  or  purchafe 
of  fubfcriptions,  or  flock  of  the  South-fea  com- 
pany, or  any  other  company,  or  corporation,  or 
pretended  company,  or  corporation,  which  fhall 
be  unperformed,  or  not  compounded,  on  or  be- 
fore the  twenty  ninth  day  of  Septeinher  next,  be 
entred  in  books  to  be  kept  for  that  purpofe,  by 
the  refpedive  companies,  or  corporations,  before 

the 
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the  firft  day  of  November  next,  or  elfe  to  be  void  ; 
and  that  fuch  entries  fhall  exprefs  for  whofe  ufe 
end  benefit  fuch  contradls  were  made. 

10.  That  no  fpecial  bail  be  required  in  any  ac- 
tion brought  or  to  be  brought,  upon  any  con- 
trad  made  fince  the  firft  day  o^  December  1 7 19, 
and  before  the  firft  day  of  December^  1720,  for 
the  fale,  or  purchafe  of  any  fubfcription,  or  flock 
of  thQ  Soutb-Jea  company,  or  any  other  company, 
or  corporation,  or  pretended  company,  or  cor- 
poration, 

11.  That  no  execution  be  awarded  upon  any 
judgment  obtained,  or  to  be  obtained,  in  any  ac- 
tion brought,  or  to  be  brought  upon  any  con- 
trail, for  the  fale  or  purchafe  of  any  fubfcription, 
or  ftock  of  the  South-fea  company,  or  any  other 
company,  or  corporation,  or  pretended  company, 
or  corporation,  until  the  end  of  the  feflion  of  Par- 
liam.ent,  which  fhall  be  next  after  the  twenty  ninth- 
day  of  September  next. 

12.  That  all  the  contradls  for  the  fale,  or  purchafe 
of  any  fubfcription,  or  ftock  of  the  South-fea  com- 
pany, or  any  other  company,  or  corporation, 
which  fhall  be  unperformed,  or  not  compounded, 
on,  or  before  the  25)th  day  of  September  next, 
where  the  feller,  or  the  perfon  on  whofe  behalf  fuch 
contradl  was  made,  was  not  at  the  time  of  fuch  con- 
trad:,or  within  a  time  to  be  limited,  adually  poflefTed 
ofjOr  intitjed  to  fuch  fubfcription jOr  ftock, fhall  be  de- 
clared null  and  void. 

A  bill  being  ordered  to  be  brought  in  upon 
the  faid  refolutions,  the  fame  was  prefented  accor- 
dingly, the  next  day,  by  Mr.  Lowndes^  with  the 
title  of,  A  hill  for  making  feveral  provifwns  to  ri^ 
ftors  the  public  credit ^    which  fuffcrs  by  the  frauds 

and 
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and  mismanagements  of  the  late  South- fea  directors 
and  others.  This  bill  was  read  the  firft  time, 
and  ordered  to  be  read  a  fecond  time  the  next 
morning. 

In  the  mean  time,  there  appeared  in  the  lobby 
of  the  houfe  of  Commons,  and  in  the  places  adja- 
cent, feveral  hundreds  of  the  proprietors  of  the 
Ihort  annuities,  and  other  redeemable  public  debts, 
of  both  {f^t%y  who,  in  a  rude  and  infolent  man- 
ner, demanded  juftice  of  the  members  as  they  went 
into  the  houfe,  and  put  into  their  hands  either  a 
paper  with  thefe  written  words,  Fray  do  juftice  to 
the  annuitants  who  lent  their  money  on  'parliamen- 
tary fecurity^  or  a  printed  letter  too  long  to  be 
inferred. 

The  noify  multitude  were  particularly  rude  to 
Mr.  Comptroller,  tearing  part  of  his  coat  as  he  paf- 
fed  by ;  upon  which  the  houfe  being  informed, 
that  a  crowd  of  people  were  got  together  in  a  tu- 
multuous and  riotous  manner,  in  the  lobby  and 
paffages  to  this  houfe,  it  was  ordered,  that  the 
Juilices  of  peace  for  the  city  of  Weftminfter^  do  im- 
mediately attend  this  houfe,  and  bring  the  con- 
ftables  with  them. 

In  the  mean  time.  Sir  John  Ward  prefented  to 
the  houfe  a  petition  and  reprefentation  of  the  pro- 
prietors of  the  redeemable  funds,  on  behalf  of 
themfclves,  and  all  others,  pretended  to  be  taken 
into  the  South-fea  company,  fetting  forth,  that 
they  had  lent  their  money  upon  parliamentary  fe- 
curity  -,  that  having  been  unwarily  drawn  in  to 
fubfcribe  their  effeds  into  th^  South-fea  company, 
/  by  the  artifices  of  the  late  diredors,    the  honour- 

able  houfe  of  Commons,  in  February^  had  thought 
lit  to  leave  the  validity,  or  invalidity  of  their  fub- 
fcriptions,  to  be  determined  by  the  common  law : 
But' being  informed,  that  by  the  bill  now  depend^ 
ing,  they  were  tied  down  to  takt  South-fea  ilock 
at  300/.  they  therefore  prayed  that  they  might  be 

heard 
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heard  by  themfelves,  or  their  coiinfeJ,  againft  the 
faici  bill.  After  the  reading  of  this  petition,  the 
fame  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table,  and  then  the 
hill  to  re  [lore  the  public  k  credit  y  &c.  was  read  the 
lecond  time,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  houfe.  This  done.  Sir  John  Ward- 
flood  up,  and  fpoke  in  favour  of  the  petitioners, 
urging  the  juftice  of  hearing  them,  either  by  them- 
felves, or  their  cunrd,  in  order  to  their  being 
relieved,  and  he  was  feconded  by  Sir  Gilbert 
Heathcote,  Hereupon  Mr.  Walpole  faid,  '  He  did 
'  not  fee  how  the  petitioners  could  be  relieved  ; 
'  that  the  refolutions,  purfuant  to  which  this  bill 

*  was  brought  in,    had  been  laid  before,  and  ap- 

*  proved  by  the  King  and  Council,  and  had  alfo 
'  been  agreed  to  by  a  great  majority  of  the  houfe 
'  before  the  lafl  fhort  prorogation ;  and  that 
'  they  had    given  their  word  of  honour   to  the 

*  members  that  were  gone  into  the  country,  that 
«  they  would  not  alter  a  tittle  in  them  ;  and  as 
'  he  could    not  fee  any  thing  that  could    be   done 

*  for   the  petitioners,  he  therefore  moved    for  ad- 

*  journing  the  debate,  and  defired  that  that  que- 
'  ftion  might  be  put  as  a  previous  one.'  This 
was  oppofed  by  Mr.  Eroderick^  who  fiiid,  '  He 
'  wondered  what  that  Gentleman  meant  by  dcHr- 

*  ing  to  have  fuch  a  queftion  put,  before  the  que- 
'  ftion  for  taking  the  petition  into  confideration  ; 
••  which,  he  thought,  would  look  as  if  they  could 
'  not  anfwer  the  allegations  contained  in  the  faid 
''  petition  *,    and  therefore  he     moved    that   they 

*  might  go  upon  the  debate  of  it.*  He  was  fe- 
conded  by  Samuel  Sandys^  Efq-,  who  fpoke  ftre- 
nuouHy  in  favour  of  the  petitioners  -,  but  the  court 
party  infifting  upon  Mr.  TValpole^s  motion,  the 
queftion  for  adjourning  was  put,  and  carried  by  a 
majority  of  78  voices  againft  29.  By  this  time 
four  of  the  Juftices  of  the  peace  for  the  city  of 
JFeJlminJler  attending,    according  to  order,    they 

v/ere 
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were  called  in,  and  being  at  the  bar,  Mr.  Speaker 
acquainted  them,  that  the  Houfe  was  informed 
that  there  was  a  great  crowd  of  riotous  people  in  the 
lobby  and  pafTages  leading  to  this  Houfe,  and  that 
he  was  commanded  by  the  Houfe  to  dired  them, 
the  faid  Jultices,  to  go  and  difperfe  the  faid  riotous 
crowd,  and  to  take  care  to  prevent  the  like  riots 
for  the  future.  Hereupon  the  four  Juftices,  at- 
tended by  five  or  fix  conftables,  defined  the  peti- 
tioners to  clear  the  lobby  and  pafTages  •,  and  upon 
their  refufal,  caufed  the  proclamanon  againft  rioters 
to  be  twice  read,  declaring  to  them,  that  if  they  con- 
tinued there  till  the  third  reading,  they  fhould  incur 
the  penalties  of  the  ad.  Hereupon  they  thought  fit 
to  difperfe  •,  but  as  they  went  away,  could  not  for- 
bear venting  their  refentments,  fome  faying,  That 
they  came  as  peaceable  Juhje^s  and  citizens^  to  repre- 
fent  their  grievances^  and  did  not  expe^  to  be  ufed  like 
a  mohy  and  fcoundrels\  and  the  rudeil  telling  the 
members,  Ton  firft  pick  our  pockets^  and  then  fend 
us  to  goal  for  complaining. 

The  next  day  the  Commons,  in  a  Committee 
of  the  whole  Houfe,  confidered  of  the  hill  to  re- 
fiore  public  credit  •,  and  the  firft  queftion  that  occa- 
fioned  any  debate  was,  at  what  price  the  fubfcribers 
upon  the  fecond  fubfcription  fhould  be  obliged  to 
take  South-fea  (lock  ?  Some  were  for  263  /.  and 
others  for  203  /.  and  after  feveral  fpeeches  (by  Mr. 
Horatio  Walpole^  Mr.  Tonge^  Mr.  Robert  JValpole^ 
Mr.  Sloper,  Mr.  Broderick^  Mr.  Lowndes^  Mr.  Low- 
ther^  Mr.  Harfley,  Mr.  Milner^  and  Sir  John  Eyles)' 
it  was  agreed  without  dividing,  that  the  faid  fub- 
fcribers fhould  take  fl:ock  at  203  /. 

The  next  queftion  was,  whether  brokers,  or 
fuch  as  had  aded  as  brokers  for  brokeridge,  who 
had  borrowed  money  of  the  South-fea  Company 
upon  ftock,  or  fubfcription  receipts,    fhould,  like 

the 
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the  other  borrowers,  be  difcharged  from  all  far- 
ther demands,  by  paying  to  the  cafhierof  the  faid 
Company  ten  per  cent,  ot  the  money  borrowed  ?  But 
after  fome  debate,  it  was  carried  by  62  votes  againft 
42,  that  the  faid  brokers  (hould  be  excepted,  and  a 
claufe  was  added  to  the  bill,  to  oblige  them  to  pay 
the  whole  money  borrowed. 

After  this  Sir  Thomas  Crojfe  declared,  that  up- 
on looking  over  the  South-fea  books,  he  found  that 
many  of  the  borrowers  had  not  given  any  fecurity 
for  the  money  borrowed,  for  three  months,  or  there- 
abouts, after  the  money  lent :  Upon  which  the 
queftion  was  put,  and  carried  without  adivilion,  that 
all  thofe  who  had  borrowed  money  of  the  Company, 
and  had  not  given  fecurity,  by  transferring  ftock, 
or  fubfcription  receipts,  fourteen  days  after  the  mo- 
ney lentj  fhould  be  obliged  to  pay  the  whole  mo- 
ney. Several  other  amendments  were  made  to  the 
bill,  which  being  reported  the  next  day  to  the  Houfe 
by  Mr.  Farrer^  fome  of  them  were  agreed  to ;  but 
when  they  came  to  that  relating  to  the  brokers,  the 
fame  occafioned  a  confiderable  debate.  Mr.  Ro^ 
hert  Walpole  among  the  reft  expreffed  his  apprehen- 
fions,    '  that  obliging  the  brokers  to  repay  the 

*  whole  money  they  had  borrowed,  might  rather  be 

*  detrimental,  than  advantageous  to  public  credit, 
'  and  occafion  the  fall  of  the  Soulh-feai^ock,  which 
'  was  now  upon  the  rife  ;    and  that  the  brokers,  to 

*  excufe  themfelves,  might  probably  accufe  others, 
'  which  would  afford  frelh  matter  of  complaint  and 

*  difpute,  therefore  he  moved  that  the  faid  claufe  be 
'  left  out  of  the  bill.*  He  was  anfwered  by  Ge- 
neral RoJ/e  and  Mr.  Slower  ;  but  upon  the  que- 
ftion being  put,  it  was  carried  by  a  great  majority, 
that  the  brokers  (hould  only  be  excepted  from 
the  caufe  relating  to  the  borrowers  ,  that  is  to 
fay,  that  they  fliould  not  be  obliged  to  repay  the 
whole  money  by  them  borrrowed  ^  nor  yet  be  dif- 

VoL.  VIH  M  charged 
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charged  from  farther  demands,  by  paying-ten  per 
cent,  of  the  money  borrowed  ;  but  be  left  either  to 
compound  with  the  South-fea  Company,  or  to  be 
fued  at  common  law.  The  other  amendment,  re- 
lating to  the  borrowers,  who  had  not  transferred 
their  flock,  or  fubfcription- receipts  in  due  time, 
was  alfo  left  out  of  the  bill ;  and  fome  other  a- 
mendments  being  made  by  the  Houfe,  the  faid  bill 
was  ordered  to  be  ingrofTed. 

On  Monday  tht  yih.  o^  Auguft^  the  faid  bill  was 
read  the  third  time,  pafTed,  and  fent  up  to  the 
Lords  ;  after  which,  the  Commons  adjourned  to 
^hurjday  the  loth,  when  the  Lords  fignified  to 
them  by  a  meflage,  that  they  had  agreed  to  the 
fame  without  amendment.  The  fame  day  the 
King  came  to  the  houfe  of  Peers,  with  the  ufual 
flate  and  folemnities,  and  the  Commons  being 
fent  for  up,  and  attending,  his  Majefty  gave  the 
royal  affent  to  the  faid  bill,  and  to  a  private  adb  ; 
and  then  his  Majefty,  by  the  mouth  of  the  Lord 
High  Chancellor  made  the  following  fpeech  to 
both  houfes. 

My  Lords  and  Gentlemen^ 

*  T  Am  glad  that  the  bufmefs  of  this,  and  the  for» 

*  \  mer  feflion,  is  at  length  brought  to  fuch  a  pe- 

*  riod,    that  I  have  now  an  opportunity  of  giving 

*  you  fome  recefs,  after  the  great  pains  you  have 

*  taken  in  the  fervice  of  the  public. 

*  The   common    calamity,     occafioned  by  the 

*  wicked  execution  of  the  South-fea  fcheme,   was 

*  become  fo  very  great  before  your  meeting,  that 

*  the  providing  proper  remedies  for  it  was  very 

*  difficult :  But  it  is  a  great  comfort  to  me,  to  ob- 
'  ferve,  that  public  credit  now  begins  to  recover  ; 
'  which  gives   me  the   greateft  hopes   that  it  will 

*  be  intirely  reftored,    when  all  the   provifions  yoi^ 

*  have  made  for  that  end,    fhall  be  duly  put  in  ex- 

*  ecucion. 

*  I  have 
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'  I  have  great  compafTion  for  the  fufferings  of 

^  the  innocent,   and  a  juft  indignation  againft  the 

*  guilty ;   and  have  readily  given  my  aflent  to  fuch 

*  bills  as  you  have  prefented  to  me,  for  punifhing 

*  the  authors  of  our  late  misfortunes,  and  for  ob- 
'  taining   the   refticution   and  fatisfadion  due  to 

*  thofe  who  have  been  injured  by  them,    in  fuch 

*  manner  as  you  judged  proper.    I  was  at  the  fame 

*  time,  willing  and  defirous,    by  my  free  and  ge- 
'  ncral  pardon,    to  give  eafe  and  quiet  to  the  reft 

*  of  my  fubjedls,    many  of  who  may,  in   fuch  a 

*  general  infatuation,  have  been  unwarily  drawn  in 

*  to  tranfgrefs  the  laws. 

Gentlemen  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons y 

*  I  return  you  my  hearty  thanks  for  the  fup- 

*  plies  you  have  granted  for  the  current  fervice  of 

*  this  year ;  and  particularly  for  your  enabling  mc 

*  to  difcharge  the  debts  and  arrears  on  the  civil  lift, 

*  and  to  make  good  the  engagements  I  was  under 

*  for  procuring  peace  in  the  Norths  which,    in  all 

*  probability,    will  now  very  foon  be  concluded. 

*  Thefe  inftances  of  your  faithful  endeavours  to  fup- 

*  port  the  honour  and  dignity  of  the  Crown^at  home 

*  and  abroad, are  frefh  marks  of  your  zeal  and  afFe(^t- 

*  ion  to  my  perfon  and  government. 

My  Lords  and  Gentlemen^ 

*  I  take  this  opportunity  of  acquainting    you, 

*  that  we  have  renewed  all  our  treaties  of  commerce 

*  with  Spain,  upon  the  fame  foot  as  they  were  fet- 

*  tied  before  the  late  war  ;  which  muft  neceflarily 

*  prove  an  immediate  and  valuable  advantage  to  the 
'  trade  and  manufadures  of  this  kingdom. 

'  I  earneftly  recommend  to  you  all,  in  your  fe- 
^  veral  ftations,  to  fupprefs profanenefs  and  immora- 

*  lity,  and  to  preferve  the  peace  and  quiet  of  the 
^  kingdom. 

M  2  *  You 
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*  You  all  are  fenfible,    that  the  difccntents  occa- 

*  cafioned  by  the  great  lofTes  that  many  of  my  fub- 
'  je6ts  havefuftained,  have  been  induflrioufly  raifed 

*  and  inflamed  by  malicious  and  feditious  libels  ;  but 

*  I  make  no  doubt,  but  that,  by  your  prudent  con- 

*  dud   in  your  feveral  counties,  all  the  enemies  of 

*  my  Government,    who  flatter'd  themfelves  they 

*  fhould  be  able  to  take  advantage  from  our  misfor- 

*  tunes,   and  blow  up  the  fufFerings  of  my  people 

*  into  popular difcontent  and  difTaffedlion, will  be dif- 
'  appointed  in  their  wicked  defigns  and  expedta- 


And  then  the  Lord  Chancellor,  by  his  Majefl:y*s 
command  faid. 

My  Lords  and  Gentlemen, 

IT  is  his  Majeffy*s  royal  will  and  pleafure^  That  thH 
Parliament  he  prorogued  /£?Thurfday  the  nineteenth 
day  of  0(5lober  next^  to  be  then  here  held ;  and  this 
Parliament  is  accordingly  prorogued  to  Thurfday  the 
nineteenth  day  of  October  next. 


-The  lafl  Seffions  of  the  firft  SEPTENNIAL 
PARLIAMENT. 

ON  Thurfday  the  ipth  of  05ioher^  the  Parlia- 
ment being  met,  the  King  came  to  the  Houfe 
of  Peers,  and  the  Commons  being  fent  for,  and  at- 
tending, his  Majefty  fby  the  mouth  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  Parker)  made  the  following  fpeech  to 
both  houfes  ; 


King's 


My  Lords  and  Gentlemeny 

jvin  's       '   1  Acquainted  you  when  we  parted  laft,  with  our 

fpeech.       *   X  having  renewed  all  our  treaties  of  commerce 

^  with  Spain  ;  fince  which,  peace  is  happily  reflored 

'  m  the  Northy  by  the  Conclufion  of  the  treaty  be- 

'  tween 
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'   tween  the  Czar  and  the  King  of  Sweden  ;  and  by 

*  that  which  1  have  made  with  the  Mcors,  a  great 
'  number  of  my  fubje(5ls  are  dehVered  from  flavery  ; 
'  and  all  fuch  of  them  as  trade  to  thofe  parts  of  the 

*  world,   are,    for  the  future,  fecured  from  falling 

*  under  that  dreadful  calamity, 

*  In  this  fituation  of  affairs^we  fbould  be  extreme- 

*  ly  wanting  to  ourfelves,  if  we  negledled  to  improve 
^  the  favourable  opportunity,which  this  general  tran- 
'  quility  gives  us,  of  extending  our  commerce  upon 
^  which  the  riches  and  grandeur  of  this  nation  chief- 
^  ly  depend.  It  is  very  obvious,  that  nothing  would 

*  more  conduce  to  the  obtaining  fo  public  a  good, 
^  than  to  make  the  exportation  of  our  own  manu- 
«  fadlures,  and  the  importation  of  the  commodities 
«  ufed  in  the  manufadturing  of  them,  as  pradlicable 
«  and  eafy  as  may  be  ;  by  this  means,  the  ballance 

*  of  trade  may  be  preferv'd  in  our  favour,  our  na- 

*  vigation  increafed,  and  great  numbers  of  our 
'  poor  employed. 

*  1  mufl  therefore  recommend  it  to  you,  Gentle- 

*  men  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  to  confider  how 
'  far  the  duties  upon  thefe  branches  may  be  taken 
'  off  and  replaced,  without  any  violation  of  pub- 

*  lie  faith,  or  laying  any  new  burthen  upon  my 
«  people.     And    I  promife  myfelf,  that  by  a  due 

*  confideration  of  this  matter,  the  produce  of  thofe 

*  duties  compared  with  the  infinite  advantages  that 

*  will  accrue  to  the  kingdom  by  their  being  taken 
'  off,  will  be  found  fo  inconfiderable,  as  to  leave 
'  little  room  for  any  difficulties  or  objedtions. 

*  The  fupplying  our  felves  with  naval  Stores,  up- 

*  on  terms  the  moft  eafy,    and   leafl    precarious, 

*  feems  highly  to  deferve  the  care  and  attention  of 

*  Parliament.  Our  plantations  in  America  natural- 
<  ly  abound  with  mofl  of  the  proper  materials  for 

*  this  neceffary  and  effential  part  of  our  trade  and 

*  maritime  ftrength  -,    and  if  by  due  encourage- 

*  ment,    we  could  be  furnilhed  from  thence  with- 

M  3  '  thofe 


i66  Parliament  AR-^      A.1721. 

<  thofe  naval  ftores,  which  we  are  now  obliged  to 

«  purchafe,  and  bring  from  foreign  countries,    it 

*  would  not  only  greatly  contribute  to  the  riches, 
«  influence,  and  power  of  this  nation,  but,  by  cm- 

*  ploying  our  own  colonies  in  this  ufeful  and  advan- 
'  tageous  fervice,  divert  them  from  fettin;-  up,  and 

*  carrying  on  manufadlures  which  diredly  interfere 

*  with  thofe  of  Great  Britain, 

Gentlemen  of   the  boufe  of  Commons, 
*  It  will  be  a  great  pleafure  to  me,  if,  in  raifing 

*  the  fupplies  of  this  year,  it  may  be  fo  ordered, 

*  that  my  people  may  reap  fome  immediate  bene- 

*  fit   from   the  prefect  circumflances  of  affairs  a- 

*  broad.  I  have  ordered  efti mates  to  be  prepared 
J  for  the  fervice  of  the  enfuing  year,  and  Jikewife 

*  an  account  of  the  debts  of  the  navy,  to  be  laid 

*  before  you.  You  cannot  but  be  fenfible  of  the  ill 
'  confequences  that  arife  from  fuch  a  large  debt  re- 

*  maining  unprovided  for  -,  and  that  as  long  as  the 

*  navy  and  vidtualling  bills  are  at  a  very  high  dif- 
'  count,  they  do  not  only  affedl  all  other  public 
'  credit,  but  greatly  increafe  the  charge  and  expence 

*  of  the  current  fervice.     It  is  therefore  very  much 

*  to  be  wifhed,  that  you  could  find  a  method  of  dif- 

*  charging  this  part  of  the  national  debt,  which,  of 

*  all  others,  is  themofl  heavy  and  burthenfome,  and 

*  by  that  means  have  it  in  your  power  toeafc  your 

*  country  of  fome  part  of  the  taxes,  which  from  ari 

*  abfolute  necefiity,  they  have  been  obliged  to  pay. 

My  Lords  and  Gentlemen^ 
'  The  unfpeakable  mifery  and  defolation  that  has 

*  of  late  raged  in  fome  parts  of  Europe^  csLunot  but 

*  be  a  fufficient  warning  to  us,  to  ufe  all  pofTible 

*  precautions  to  prevent  the  contagion  from  being 

*  brought  in  among  us ;  or  if  thefc  kingdoms  fhould 

*  be  vifited  with  fuch  a  fatal  calamity,  to  be  in  a  con- 

*  dition,  with  the  blelTing  of  God,  to  flop  its  far- 

*thcr 
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*  ther  progrefs.     And  as  all   other  provliions  will 

*  be  altogether  vain  and  fruitlefs,  if  the  abominable 

*  pradlice  of  running  of  goods   be  not  at   once, 

*  totally  fupp re fied,  I  moft  earneftly  recommend  to 

*  you,    to  let  no  other  confideration  (land  in  com- 

*  petition   with  a  due  care  of  preferving  fo  many 
^  thoufand  lives. 

'  The  fevcral  affairs  which  I  have  mentioned  to 

*  you,  being  of  the  highefl   and  moft  immediate 

*  concern  to  the  whole  kingdom,  I  doubt  not  buc 

*  you  will  enter  into  the  confideration  of  them  with 

*  that   temper,  unanimity,  and  difpatch,  that  the 

*  neceflity  and  importance  of  them  require. 

The  King  being  retired,  the  Lord  Te^bam  moved 
for  an  addrefs  of  thanks  for  his  Majefty's  gracious 
fpeech,  which  was/  not  oppofed,  and  the  faid  ad- 
drefs being  immediately  drawn  up,  and  agreed  to, 
was,  the  next  day,  prefented  to  his  Majefty  by  the 
whole  Houfe,  as  follows : 

Moft  gracious  Sovereign ^ 
«  T  7f  r  E  your  Majefty's  moft  dutiful  and   loyal  J^^^,^'J^ 

*  V  V    fubjeds,  the  Lords  fpiritual  and  temporal  * 

*  in  Parliament  aftembled,  beg  leave  to  return  your 

<  Majefty  our  moft  hearty  thanks,  for  your  Majefty's 
'  moft  gracious  fpeech  from  the  Throne  •,  and  for 

*  the  great   compaflion  you  have  ftiewn  to  fuch  of 

<  your  fubjedls  as  have  had  the  misfortue  to  fall  in- 

*  to  the  hands  of  the  Moors,     And  we  do  at  the 
'  fame   time  congratulate  your  Majefty  upon  the 

*  fuccefs  of  your  endeavours,  in  reftoring  the  gene- 
«  ral  tranquility  of  Eiirbpe.     And  we  afllire  your 

*  Majefty,  that,  as  the  feveral  particulars  you  have 

*  been  pleafed  to  mention  to  us,  are  inftances  of  the 

<  greateft  affedion  to  your  people,  and  the  tendereft 

*  concern  for  their  intereft  and  fecurity,  fo  we  will, 

*  on  our  part,  confider,  with  all  temper,  unanimi- 

M  4  .'  ty 
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*  ty,  and   difpatcb,  what  your   Majefty  has  been 

*  pleafed  to  lay   before  us  -,  and  will  do  all  in  our 

*  power,  towards  attaining  the  great  and  good  ends 

*  your  Majefty  has   fo   graciouOy  recommended  to 

*  us,  in  favour  of  the  trade,  eafe,  and  fafety  of  your 

*  people.* 

His  Majefty's  anfwer  to  this  addrefs,  was  as  fol- 
lows : 

My  Lords, 

Jncl^^^^'^  T  '^^^^^^  you  for  this  loyal  and  dutiful  addrefs,  ne 
X  ^sal  you  exprefs  for  7ny  perfon  and  government^  and 
for  the  inter efi  and  happinefs  of  my  people ^  gives  me 
great  fatisfa^fion. 

After  prefenting  this  addrefs,  the  Lords  ad- 
journed for  a  week. 

The  Commons  being  returned  to  their  houfe.  Sir 
George  Oxenden  moved  for  an  addrefs  of  thanks,  on 
the  feveral  heads  of  his  Majefty's  fpeech,  and  his 
motion  was  unanimoufly  agreed  to. 

Oof.  20.  Sir  George  Oxenden^  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  appointed  to  draw  up  the  addrefs,  re- 
ported the  fame  to  the  houfe  as  follows  : 


The  Com- 
mon!; ad 


Moft  gracious  Sovereign y 


*■  \KT  ^  your  Majefty's  moft  dutiful  and  loyal 
drefs.  '  '  VV  fubjedls,  the  CommoHs  of  Great  Britain 
in  Parliament  aflembled,  beg  leave  to  return  your 
Majefty  our  unfeigned  thanks  for  your  moft  gra- 
cious fpeech  from  the  Throne. 
'  We  congratulate  your  Majefty  upon  the  fuccefs 
that  has  attended  your  unwearied  application  for 
reftoring  tranquility  to  Europe^  for  fecuring  our 
commerce  by  treaties,  and  for  releaftng  great  num- 
bers of  your  fubjedts  from  flavery  among   the 

*  Moors, 
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*  Moors^  and  for  delivering  the  trading  part  of  the 

*  nation  from  the  apprehenfions  of  the  like  calami- 

*  ty  for  the  future  ;  which  are  fo  many  inflances  of 
'  your  Majefty's  goodnefs,  in  which  all  your  fub- 
'  jeds  are  fo  nearly  concerned,  that  we  are  no  lefs 

bound  by  intereft,  than  led  by  inclination  and  du- 
'  ty,  mofb  thankfully  to  acknowledge  thefe  happy 

eifeds  of  your  Majefly's  care  for  your  people. 

*  Your  Majefty's  recommending  to  us  to  improve 
'  the  general  tranquillity  abroad,  towards  extending 
'  and  inlarging   our  commerce,  is  an   additional 

*  proof,  how  much  your  Majefly  has  the  real  inte- 

*  reft  of  Great  Britain  at  heart,  in  all  your  counfels 

*  and  undertakings. 

'  Your  Commons  are  thoroughly  fenfible,  that 

*  our  poor  cannot  be  fufRciently  employed,  nor  the 

*  balance  of  trade  be  long  preferved  in  our  favour, 

*  while  fuch  duties  are  continued,  as  either  clog  the 

*  exportation  of  our  own  manufa6lures,  or  render 
'  the  manufaduring  of  them  at  home  lefs  eafy  and 
^  pradlicable ;  and  they  will  moft  chearfully  apply 
'  themfelves  to  confider  how  far  fuch  duties  can  be 

*  taken  off,  and  replaced,  without  laying  any  new 
'  burthen  on  your  people,  or  violating  the  public 

*  faith  -,  having  great  reafon  to  promife  themfelves, 

*  that  the  free  circulation  of  trade,  which  muft  na- 

*  turally  fucceed  upon  the  taking  off  this  prefiure, 
'  will,  in  a  fhort  fpace  of  time,  compenfate  any  di- 

*  minution  of  the  cuftoms,  which  this  alteration  may 
'  occafion  for  the  prefent. 

*  And  fince  the  trade,  navigation,  and  fafety  of 

*  this  nation  muft  remain,  in  fome  meafure,  preca- 

*  rious,  as  long  as  we  are  "under  the  necefTity  of  pur- 

*  chafing  and  importing  all  our  naval  ftores  from  fo- 
'  reign  countries,  your  Majefty's  moft  faithful  Com- 
'  mons  will  do  their  utmoft  endeavours,  that  this 

*  important  and  beneficial  branch  of  trade  may  be 
'  fupplied  from  your  Majefty's  plantations  mAme- 

*  rica^  and  thereby  divert  our  colonies  from  fetting 

'  up 
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^  up  manufadlures,  which  dirediy  interfere  with 

*  thofe  of  another  country. 

*  Your  Majefty's  tender  concern  to  have  the  fup^ 

*  plies  of  this  feffion  fo  ordered,  that  your  fubjeds 

*  may  be  among  the  earlieft  in  reaping  the  happy 

*  effects  of  the  general  tranquility  abroad,  cannot 

*  fail  of  exciting  in  your  faithful  Commons,  adefire 
'  of  making  fuitable  returns,  by  proceeding,  with 

*  all  alacrity,  to  grant  the  neceflary  fupplies  for  the 

*  current  ferviceof  the  year,  and  for  difcharging  the 

*  heavy  debt  of  the  navy  :  And  we  find  ourfelves 

*  engaged,  by  all  the  ties  of  duty  and  intereft,  to 
^  fecond  your  Majefty's  provident  intentions,  for 
'  fupprefTing  the  infamous  and  pernicious  practice  of 

*  running  goods,  which,  befides  that  it  defrauds  the 

*  public  revenues,  and  difcourages  the  honeft  trader, 
'  may,  at  this  jundiure,  indanger  the  health  and 

*  lives  of  many  thoufands  of  your  Majefty's  inno- 
^  cent  fubjeds. 

'  The  feveral  points  which  your  Majcfty  hasbeen 

*  gracioufly  pleafed  to  recommend  to  us,  carry  in 
^  them  fiich  evident  marks  of  your  Majefty's  pater- 

*  nal  and  moft  affedionate  concern  for  your  people, 
'  and  are  of  fuch  lafting  confequence  to  the  welfare 

*  and  fafety  of  this  nation,  that  we  fhould  be  inex- 

*  cufable,  if  we  did  not,  by  a  ready  concurrence  on 
^  our  parts,  do  all  in  our  power  to  render  thefe 
'  your  Majefty*s  moft  gracious  purpofes  effedlual  ; 

*  and  proceed  in  the  confideration  of  them  with  fuch 

*  temper,  unanimity,  and  difpatch,  as  may  fully 
'  anfwer  your  Majefty's  expedlations,  and  defeat 
'  the  defigns  of  thofe  who  hope  for  any  other  con- 

*  tentions  among  us,  but  of  zeal  and  affe6lion  to- 

*  wards  your  Majefty's  facred  perfon  and  govern- 
''  ment.' 

Upon  Mr  Speaker's  putting  the  queftion,  whether 
this  fhould  pafs  as  the  addrefs  of  the  Houfe  ?  .Mr. 

Arthur 
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j^rthur  Moore  faid,  *  He  thought  the  expreflions, 
^  relating  to  the  preventing  running  of  goods,  were 
'  too  general  *,  and  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  belt 

*  way  to  prevent  that  pernicious  pradice,  was  to 

*  take  off  fome  of  the  high  duties,  whereby  the 
^  temptation  to  fmuggling  would  very  much  abate; 
^  fince  people  would  not  think  it  worth  their  while 

*  to  run  great  hazards  for  a  fmall  gain.  And  befidcs, 
^  if  the  duties  were  leffened,  the  importation,  in  all 
^  probability,  would  incrcafe  proportionably ;  fo 

*  that  the  cuftoms  might  amount  to  as  much,  with 

*  a  fmaller  duty,  as  they  do  at  prefent ;  and  if 

*  they  did  not,  ways  might  be  found  to  make  up 
<  the  deficiency  to  the  crown.'  Nothing  of  moment 
was  offered  againft  this  fpeech  *,  but,  however,  the 
houfe  not  thinking  it  proper  to  enter  then  upon  the 
confideration  of  that  matter,  the  addrefs,  as  it  had 
been  drawn  up,  was  approved,  and  being,  the  next 
day,  prefented  to  the  King  by  the  whole  houfe,  his 
Majefly  was  pleafed  to  return  the  following  moft 
gracious  anfwer,  viz, 

I  Return  you  my  thanks  for  this  dutiful  and  loyal  ad-  Tf.e  Ki^g'^ 
drefs^  and  for  the  affurances  you  give  me  of  going  *"  '^^^' 
through  the  weighty  affairs  now  before  you  with  una- 
nijnity  and  difpatcb  ;  and  Ipromife  rny  felf^  from  your 
experienced  zeal  and  application^  that  my  good  wifJjes 
for  the  welfare  and  prosperity  of  my  people  ^  will  he  ren- 
dered effeEluaL 

The  moft  material  tranfadions  of  this  fcfTion  oi 
Parliament,  will  be  found  in  the  following  col- 
ledlion  of  the  PROTESTS  of  the  LORDS,  which 
was  publifhed  towards  the  end  of  the  feffion, 

Die  Lunce  1 3  NovemhriSy  1 7  2 1 .  ' 

The  houfe  (according  to  order)  proceeded  to  take 
into  confideration  his  Majefly 's  moft  gracious  fpeech 

from 
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from  the  Throne  ;  and  the  fame  being  read,  a  mo- 
tion was  made.  That  this  houfe  do,  on  Friday  next, 
take  into  confideration  the  caufes  of  contrading  fo 
large  a  navy  deht^  and  the  bed  Methods  of  prevent- 
ing the  contrading  the  like  debt  for  the  future  ;  and 
a  queftion  being  ftated  thereupon,  it  was  propofed 
to  leave  out  thefe  words,  viz,  [and  the  heft  methods  of 
preventing  the  contracting  the  like  debt  for  the  future,  ^ 
Then  the  queftion  was  put,  whether  the  faid  words 
fliall  ftand  part  of  the  queftion  ? 

Content  ^'L.  It  was  tefolvcd  in  the  negative. 

Not  Content  64.  ° 

Biffenttent^ 
I.'OEcaufe  the  principal  end  of  all  parliamentary 

JJ  inquiries  mto  mifmanagements,  being  to  pre- 
vent the  like  for  the  future,  we  thought  it  more  a- 
greeable  to  the  candour  and  honour  of  the  houfe,  to 
cxprefs  it  plainly  in  the  queftion  itfelf,  than  leave  it 
to  be  implied  only  •,  and  the  rather,  becaufe  it  feem- 
ed  to  us,  the  words  left  out  clearly  imported.  That 
nothing  perfonal  was  in  view,  but  the  public  good 
only,  which  we  thought  would  rather  have  given 
fatisfadion  to  the  mind  of  every  noble  Lord,  than 
the  contrary. 

II.  When  the  words  now  ordered  to  be  left  out, 
were,  for  the  reafon  given,  fo  properly  and  natural- 
ly, as  we  conceive,  made  a  part  of  the  queftion,  we 
could  not  but  apprehend,  that  the  laying  them  afide 
on  the  debate,  might  create  a  fufpicion,  tho'  unjuft, 
that  this  houfe  did  not  intend  to  prevent,  if  pofTible, 
i'(\t  contracting  a  large  and  inconvenient  navy  debt 
for  the  future. 

III.  His  Majefty  having  in  his  fpeech  from  the 
Throne,  obferved  the  ill  confequences  that  arife  from 
fuch  a  large  debt  remaining  unprovided  for,  we 

thought 
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thought  it  very  proper,  if  not  neceflary  in  therefo- 
lution  taken,  to  enter  into  the  confideration  of  that 
debt,  to  exprefs  a  defire  of  preventing  the  like  in- 
convenient debt  being  contra(fted  for  the  future  ;  and 
that  the  doing  fo  did  not  prejudge  the  caufes  of  con- 
tradling  the  prefent  great  navy  debt  ;  for  however 
neceflarily  or  juftifiably  an  inconvenient  thing  may 
have  once  happened,  yet  we  think  it  ought,  if  it 
can,  to  be  prevented  from  happening  fo  again. 

IV.  His  Majefty  having  likewife  obferved  in  his 
fpeech  from  the  Throne,  That  this  part  of  the  na- 
tional debt  is,  of  all  others,  the  moft  heavy  and  bur- 
thenfome,  and  having  fct  forth  the  mifchiefs  arifing 
from  the  high  difcount  of  the  navy  and  vi5fualling 
bills,  we  thought  ourfelves  fufficiently  warranted  to 
exprefs  a  dcfire,  to  confider  of  the  beft  methods  of 
preventing  the  like  moft  heavy  and  burthenfome 
debt,  whatever  the  caufes  of  contracting  the  prefent 
debt  fhall,  on  inquiry,  appear  to  be:  And  this 
the  rather,  becaufe  the  like  navy  debt  can  bring  no 
manner  of  benefit  either  to  the  public,  or  to  any 
private  perfbn,  but  to  fuch,  as,  by  forefeeingwhen 
it  is  to  be  either  difcharged  or  provided  for,  may 
make  an  excelTive  advantage  to  themfelves,  by  buy- 
ing up  the  faid  bills  while  under  a  very  high  dif- 
count. 
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• 

D« 
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Die  Mercurii  l^  Nov,  1721. 

The  Houfe  (according  to  order)  proceeded  to 
take  into  confideration  his  Majefty's  fpeech.  Af- 
ter debate,  the  queftion  was  put,  'fbai  an  humble 
addrefs  he  frefented  to  his  Majejiy^  that  he  will  he 
gracioujly  pleafed  to  give  orders  that  the  inftruc- 
tions  given  hy  his  Majefty  to  the  Lord  Carteret,  a$ 
minijfer  or  plenipotentiary  to  the  crown  of  Sweden, 
or  any  other  of  the  Jiorthern  crowns^  he  laid  hef ore 
.  this  houfe. 

It  was  refolved  in  the  negative. 

Content,  xx. 
Not  Concent  59. 

D'lffentient, 
I.  T^  Ecaufe  we  apprehend  this  to  be  the  firfl:  in- 
Xj  fiance  to  be  found  on  our  journals,  where 
Lords  have  moved  for  a  fight  of  inftrudlions  of 
any  kind,  and  have  not  been  fupported  by  the 
houfe  in  that  motion,  and  tho*  we  wifh  it  may  be 
the  laft,  yet  have  we  juft  reafon  to  fear  that  fuch 
a  precedent  once  made,  will  not  fail  of  being  fol- 
lowed in  fucceeding  times, 

II.  Bccaufe  we  do  not  apprehend,  how  the  call- 
ing for  inftru6lions  after  the  conclufion  of  the 
treaty  to  which  they  relate,  and  the  intervention 
of  a  general  a6l  of  pardon,  can  be  hurtful  either 
to  the  public,  or  even  to  the  minifters  tranfadling 
fuch  treaty.  But  the  refufing  to  call  for  thofe  in- 
ftruflions  may,  in  our  opinion,  be  a  matter  of  a 
dangerous  confequence,  in  as  much  as  it  tends  to 
difcourage  int]uiries  of  this  kind  for  the  future, 
and,  by  that  means,  to  embolden  and  krcQn  guilty 
tniniflers  hereafter. 

III.  Becaufe  tho'  we  acknowledge  the  right  of 
peace  and  war  to  be  in  the  crown,  yet  we  muft  be 

of 
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of  opinion,  that  this  houfe  hath  alfo  a  right  to 
inquire  into  the  tranfadlion  of  minifters  employ- 
ed under  the  crown,  and  to  cenfure  their  con- 
dud  when  juftice  requires  it  ;  which  cannot  well 
be  done,  unlefs  it  be  firft  known  what  fort  of  in- 
llrufbions  they  received,  and  how  far  they  have, 
or  ought  to  have,  complied  with  them.  And 
this  feems  to  us  more  particularly  neceffary  fince 
the  a6l  of  fucceflion  has  declared,  That  this  king- 
dom Jhall  not  he  engaged  in  a  war  on  account  of  any 
of  the  King^ s  foreign  dominiom :  All  treaties  there- 
fore with  the  princes  of  xhtJSIorth  fhould,  above  all 
others,  be  made  in  the  plainefl,  and  m oft  unexcep- 
tionable terms ;  or  if  the  way  of  wording  fuch 
treaties,  fhall  occafion  any  doubt,  no  method  of 
clearing  it  fliould  be  negleded  or  avoided  ;  that 
fo  this  houfe,  and  the  whole  kingdom,  may  be  fa- 
tisfied  that  nothing  has  pafled,  derogatory  to  the 
ad  which  is  the  bafis  on  v/hich  our  prefent  happy 
eftablifhment  is  founded. 

<r 

W,  Ehor.  Wharton^      Strafford^ 

North  *and  Grey,  *    jlylesford,      Scarfdale^ 

Guilford ,  Cowper^         Brijioly 

Bathurft,  F,  Raff  en  y      Uxhridgej 

Bingley^  Aberdeen,       Boyle, 

Die  LuncB  20  Novemhris,  1721. 

The  houfe,  according  to  order,  proceeded  to  take 
into  farther  confideration  his  Majefty's  moft  gra- 
cious  fpeech  from  the  throne  ;  and  after  a  debate, 
the  queftion  was  pur,  that  an  humble  addrefs  be 
prefented  to  his  Majefty,  to  defire,  that  his  Ma- 
jefty  will  be  gracloufly  pleafed  to  give  orders,  that 
the  treaty  of  Commerce,  whereby  the  former  trea- 
ties of  commerce  are  renewed  with  Spain^  may  be 
laid  before  this  houfe  ? 

It  was  refolved  in  the  negative. 

Content 
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Content  zz. 
Not  Content  59. 

Dijfentienf» 

BEcaufe,  as  wc  believe,  the  fefufmg  to  addrefs 
for  a  treaty,  v/hich  has  been  concluded  and 
ratified  fo  long  fince,  is  altogether  unprecedented  ; 
and  we  conceive  this  cafe,  of  all  others,  ought  not 
to  have  been  mude  a  precedent,  where  the  treaty  de- 
fired  to  be  called  for,  hath  been  twice  mentioned, 
from  the  throne,  ro  both  houfes  of  Parliament ; 
and  the  lad  time,  in  his  Majeity's  fpeech  at  the 
opening  of  this  feffion,  exprefiy  (as  we  cannot  but 
apprehend)  recommended  to  thQ  confideration  of 
both  houfes  of  Parliament. 

IF.  Ehor,  Briftoly  Cowper^ 

Fr,  Ceft.  North  and  Grey^  Boyle ^ 

Fr,   Roffen.  Guilford,  Wharton, 

Strafford,  Aylesford,  Bingley^ 

Aberdeen^  Bathurft,  St.  John  de  Bletfoe, 

Die  Alartis  ^  Decemh'is^  1 721.' 

A  motion  was  made,  that  the  employing  great 
numbers  of  feamen  for  feveral  years  laft  paft,  more 
than  were  provided  for  by  Parliament,  was  one 
great  caufe  of  contracting  fo  large  a  navy  dek, 
and  of  increafing  the  fame,  from  the  fum  of 
764,088/.  ^s.iid.  which  was  the  net  debt  of 
the  navy,  on  the  31  ft  of  December,  1717,  to  the 
fum  of  1,641,937/.  lys.  8^.  ^,  which  was  the 
net  debt  due  to  the  Navy  on  the  30th  oi  Septejnher 
laft  ;  and  a  queilion  being  ftated  thereupon,  the 
previous  queftion  was  put,  whether  the  faid  quef- 
tion  Ihall  be  now  put  ? 

It  was  refolved  in  the  negative. 

Content  2.1. 
Not  Content  60. 

Dijfenimt, 
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"Dijjentient, 

BEcaufe  the  main  queftion  being  fo  true  in  every 
particular,  that,  as  we  could  obferve,  the 
truth  thereof  was  not  denied  by  any  Lord  in  the 
debates,  but  fecms  to  us  to  be  admitted  by  the  pro- 
pofing  and  carrying  the  previous  queftion;  We 
think  it  highly  expedient,  that  the  main  queftion 
fhould  have  been  put,  and  voted  in  the  affirma- 
tive, to  the  end  we  might  have  exprefled  our  dif- 
approbation  at  leaft,  of  the  practice  of  employ- 
ing much  greater  numbers  of  feamen  in  the  fleet, 
for  feveral  years  laft  paft,  than  were  provided  for 
by  Parliament ;  (when  the  occafions  for  employ- 
ing them  could  not,  in  our  opinion,  but  be  fore- 
feen)  and  by  fuch  our  difapprobation,  might  have 
difcouraged,  in  fome  meafure,  that  pradice  for 
the  future,  and  prevented  the  increafmg  the  navy 
debt  again,  by  the  like  proceedings. 

St,  John  de  Bletfoe^ 

Uxhridgey 

Guilford^ 

Foley^ 

North  and  Grey^ 

Boyle. 

Dec.  6,  A  Petition  of  the  Lord  Mayor,  Alder- 
men, and  Merchants  of  the  city  of  London,  a- 
gainft  three  claufes  of  the  late  quarantine  bill,  was 
offered  to  the  houfe  of  Lords ;  but  after  fome  de- 
bates, the  queftion  being  put,  that  the  faid  petition 
be  received,  it  was  carried  in  the  negative,  by  a 
majority  of  6^  voices  againft  22.  The  faid  pe- 
tition, and  the  claufes  objedled  againft  in  it>  are 
as  follow : 

yo^.  VIIL  N  7h 


F.  Ceft. 

Jylesfordy 

F.  Roffen. 

Gower, 

Strafford^ 

Cowper, 

Trevor  y 

Bathurft, 

Aberdeen^ 

Litchfieldy 

Briftoh 

Bingleyy 

xyS  Parliamentary      h,iy2U 

The  petition  of  the  city  of  London  to  the  houfe 
of  Lords. 

Petition  of       ^  petition  of  the  Lord  Mayor,  Aldermen,  and 

the  city  otr  r    \  -  c   t        i  • 

London  a-  Commons  OT  the  city  or  London^  in  common-coun- 
quiendne  cii  alTemblcd,  was  prefented  to  the  hotife  and  read, 
hdi  fetting  forth,  that  it  appearing,  by  the  infpedion 

of  the  journal  of  this  houfe,  that  their  Lordfhips 
have  now  under  confideration,  the  amendment  of 
an  a6l  pafTed  in  a  lace  fefTion  of  Parliament,  in- 
titled.  An  a^  for  repealing  an  a5i  made  in  the 
ninth  year  of  her  late  Majefty  Sueen  Anne,  intitled 
An  aEl  to  oblige  Jhips^  coming  from  infeBed  places^ 
more  effeElually  to  perform  their  quarentinc^  and  for 
the  letter  preventing  the  plague  being  brought  from 
foreign  parts  into  Great  Britain  or  Ireland,  or  the 
ifles  c/Guernfey,  Jerfey,  Aldernefs,  Sark,  or  Man, 
and  to  hinder  the  fpreading  of  infe^ion :  That  the 
petitioners  conceive,  that  in  fome  claufes  of  that 
ad,  not  only  the  rights,  privileges,  and  immuni- 
ties, but  the  trade,  fafety,  and  profperity  of  the 
city  of  London  are  highly  concerned  ;  and  prayings 
that  they  may  be  heard  by  their  counfel,  or  other- 
wife,  in  relation  to  the  faid  ad,  at  fuch  time,  and 
in  fuch  manner,  as  their  Lordfhips  fhall  judge  moft 
proper  and  expedient. 

7hree  claujes  in  the  ^larentine   acl^  VII 
Georgii. 

A  N  D  be  it  farther  enaded,  That  if  any  per- 
J^'\^  fon  infedted  with  the  plague,  or  obliged  to 
perform  quarentine,  fhall  wilfully  refufe  or  neg- 
]e6l  to  repair,  within  convenient  time,  after  due 
notice  for  that  purpofe  given  to  him,  her,  or 
them,  by  the  proper  officer,  to  the  fhip,  houfe,  la- 
zaret, or  other  place  duly  appointed  for  him,  her, 
or  them  ;   or  having  been  placed  in  fuch  fhip, 

houfcp 
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houfe,  lazaret,  or  other  place,  fhall  efcape,  or  at- 
tempt to  efcape  out  of  the  ftime,  while  he,  fhe, 
or  they  fhall  continue  infedled,  or  before  quaren- 
tine  fully  performed  refpedively,  it  fhall  and  may 
be  lawful,  to  and  for  the  watchmen^  and  other 
perfons,  appointed  to  fee  quarentine  performed, 
by  any  kind  of  violence  that  the  cafe  fhall  require, 
to  compel  every  fuch  perfon  fo  refufing  or  negledl- 
ing,  as  aforefaid,  and  every  fuch  perfon  fo  efcaping, 
or  attempting  to  efcape,  as  aforefaid,  to  repair  or 
return  into  fuch  fhip,  houfe,  lazaret,  or  other 
placCj  fo  appointed  for  him ,  or  her ,  as  afore- 
faid, and  every  fuch  perfon  fo  refufing  or  neg- 
ledling  to  repair,  within  convenient  time  after  fuch 
notice,  as  aforefaid,  into  fuch  fhip,  houfe,  lazaret, 
or  other  place,  appointed  for  him,  or  her,  as  afore- 
faid ;  and  alfo  every  perfon  adlually  efcaping,  as 
aforefaid,  fhall  be  adjudged  guilty  of  felony,  and 
fhall  fufFer  death  as  a  felon,  without  benefit  of 
clergy. 

And  be  it  farther  ena6led,  that  if  any  perfon 
not  infedted,  nor  liable  to  perform  quarentine, 
fhall  prefume  to  enter  any  fhip,  houfe,  lazaret,  or 
any  other  place  fo  appointed,  as  aforefaid,  while 
any  perfon  or  perfons  fo  infedled,  or  being  under 
quarentine,  ihall  be  therein,  and  fhall  return,  or 
attempt  to  return  from  thence,  unlefs  in  fuch 
Cafes,  and  by  fuch  proper  licenfe,  as  fhall  be  di- 
reded  or  permitted  by  fuch  order  or  orders,  made 
or  to  be  made  and  notified,  as  aforefaid,  it  fhall 
and  may  be  lawful,  to  and  for  the  watchmen,  or  o- 
ther  perfons  appointed  to  guard  orfecurefuch  fhip, 
houfe,  lazaret,  or  other  place  fo  appointed,  as  afore- 
faid, by  any  kind  of  violence  that  the  cafe  Ihall  re- 
quire, to  compel  fuch  perfon,  fo  returning,  or  at- 
tempting to  return,  to  repair  into  fome  fliip,  houfe, 
lazaret,  or  other  place,  fo  appointed,  as  aforefaid, 
there  to  continue  and  perform  quarentine  •,  and  in 
cafe  fuch  perfon  fhall  actually  efcape  out  of  fuch  fhip, 

N  2  houfe, 
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houfe,  lazaret,  or  other  place,  where  he  or  ihe,  fhalj 
be  fo  placed  for  performance  of  quarentine,  before 
he  or  ihe  Ihall  have  fully  performed  the  fame,  he 
or  fhe  ihall  be  adjugded  guilty  of  felony,  and 
fhall  fufFer  death  as  a  felon,  without  benefit  of 
clergy. 

And  be  it  farther  enabled  by  the  authority  afore- 
faid,  that  if  at  any  time  or  times  hereafter,  any 
city,  town,  or  place  within  Great-Britain^  or  Ire- 
land^ fhall  be  infe6led  with  the  plague,  it  fhal} 
and  may  be  lawful,  to  and  for  his  Majefly,  his 
heirs,  and  fuccefTors,  to  caufe  one  or  more  line,  or 
lines,  trench  or  trenches,  to  be  caft  up  or  made 
about  fuch  infedcd  city,  town,  or  place,  at  a  con- 
venient di (lance  from  the  fame,  in  order  to  cut 
of?  the  communication  between  fuch  infedled  city, 
town,  or  place,  and  the  reft  of  the  country ;  and 
to  prohibit  all  perfons,  goods,  and  merchandizes 
whatfoever,  to  enter,  pafs,  or  be  carried  over 
fuch  lines  or  trenches,  unlefs  in  fuch  cafes,  and* 
by  fuch  proper  licence,  and  fubjed  to  fuch  regu- 
lations and  reftridlions  for  performance  of  quaren- 
tine, as  fhall  bediredled  or  permitted  by  any  fuch 
order  or  orders,  made  or  to  be  made,  and  notifi- 
ed, as  aforefaid  ;  and  in  cafe  any  perfon  or  per- 
fons, being  within  fuch  lines  or  trenches,  or  any 
of  them  fhall,  during  the  time  of  fuch  infedion, 
prefume  or  attempt  to  come  out  of  the  fame,  un- 
lefs in  fuch  cafes,  and  by  fuch  proper  licence,  and 
fubjed  to  fuch  regulations  and  reilridlions  for  per- 
formance of  qqarentine,  as  fhall  be  diredled  or 
permitted  by  fuch  order  or  orders,  made  or  to  be 
made,  and  notified,  as  aforefaid,  it  fhall  and  may  be 
lawful,  to  and  for  the  watchmen  or  perfons  appointed 
to  guard  or  fecure  fuch  lines  or  trenches,  or  any  of 
them,  by  any  feind  of  violence  that  the  cafe  fhall 
require,  to  compel  all  and  every  fuch  perfon  or 
perfons  to  return  back  within  fuch  lines  or  tren- 
ches i  and  in  cafe  any  perfons  fhall  adualiy  come 

9M^ 
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out  of  fuch  lines  or  trenches,  or  any  of  them,  un- 
Jefs  m  fuch  cafes,  and  by  fuch  proper  licence,  and 
fubjecSt  to  fuch  regulations  and  reftriflions  as  afore- 
faid,  every  fuch  perfon  fhall  be  adjudged  guilty  of 
felony,  and  fufFer  death  as  a  felon,  without  benefit 
of  clergy. 

Some  of  the  Lords  proteiled  againft  the  reje(fl- 
ing  of  the  city's  petition,  and  entered  their  proteit 
as  follows : 

Dijfentient, 
LT^Ecaufe  the  liberty  of  petitioning  the  King, 
XJ  (much  more  that  of  petitioning  either  houfc 
of  Parliament^  is  the  birth-right  of  the  free  peo- 
ple of  this  realm,  claimed  by  them,  and  confirmed 
to  them,  foon  after  the  revolution,  in  an  adl,  de- 
claring the  rights  and  liberties  of  the  fuhje5l^  and  fet- 
tling the  fucceffion  of  the  crown  :  And  whenever  any 
remarkable  check  hath  been  given  to  the  free  exer- 
cife  of  this  right,  it  hath  always  been  attended  with 
ill  confequences  to  the  public. 

II.  Becaufe  the  petition  fo  rejefted,  was,  in  our 
opinion,  every  way  proper  and  unexceptionable, 
both  as  to  the  manner  of  wording  and  prefenting 
it,  and  the  matter  to  which  it  referred  y  nothing 
being  more  natural  and  reafonable,  than  that  any 
corporate  body,  fhould,  if  they  defire  it,  be  heard 
upon  any  bill  under  theconfideration  of  Parliament, 
whereby  they  judge  their  particular  intereits  to  be 
highly,  tho*  not  folely  affected.  This  liberty,  we 
remember  to  have  been  granted,  in  a  late  felTion,  to 
the  traders  o(  Norwich ,  upon  their  petition  touching 
the  callicoe  bill  ;  nor  are  we  aware,  that  it  hath  ever, 
in  like  circumftanccs,  been  refufed  to  the  meaneft 
corporation  in  the  kingdom :  But  if  it  had,  we  hum- 
bly conceive,  that  in  this  cafe,  a  diftindion  might 
have  been  made  in  favour  of  the  city  of  London  % 
N  3  which 
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which  being  the  center  of  credit,  of  the  trade  and 
monied  intereft  of  the  kingdom,  and  the  place 
where  the  plague,  fhould  we  be  vifited  by  it,  is  moft 
likely  firft  to  appear  :  And  having  alfo  remarkably 
fufFered  by  means  of  the  late  fatal  Soutb-fea  fcheme,, 
was,  we  think,  in  a  particular  manner,  intitled,  to 
apply  for  relief  againfl  fome  claufes  in  the  quaren- 
tine  avfl,  and  defer ved  to  have  been  treated,  on  that 
occafion,  with  more  indulgence  and  tendernefs. 

III.  Becaufe  the  reje6ling  the  faid  petition,  tends, 
we  conceive,  to  difcountenance  all  petitions  for  the 
future,  in  cafes  of  a  public  and  general  concern; 
and  by  that  means  to  deprive  the  legiflature  of 
proper  lights,  which  they  might  otherwife  receive ; 
it  being  no  ways  probable,  that  fubjefts,  or  focieties 
of  Jefs  confideration,  will  venture  to  reprefent  their 
fenfe,  in  cafes  of  the  like  nature,  after  the  city  of 
hondon  have  been  thus  refufed  to  be  heard. 

IV.  Becaufe,  as  the  receiving  this  petition  could 
have  had  no  ill  confequences,  as  we  conceive,  nor 
have  given  any  great  interruption  to  the  bufinefs  of 
Parliament ;  fo  the  rejeding  it  may,  we  think,  widen 
the  unhappy  differences  that  have  arifenjand  increafe 
the  difaffedion  to  the  government,  which  hath  al- 
eady  too  much  prevailed  in  this  kingdom. 

V.  Becaufe  the  arguments  ufed  on  the  debate, 
feem  to  us  not  to  be  of  lufiicient  force ;  for  we  can- 
not conceive,  that  becaufe  the  faid  Ad  of  Quaren- 
tine  is  a  general  ad,  therefore  no  particular  commu- 
nity or  city,  who  think  they  may,  in  a  diftinguifli- 
ing  manner,  be  prejudiced  by  it,  have  a  right  to  be 

'  heard  in  relation  to  it  ;  and  that  at  a  time,  when  it 
is  under  the  confideration  of  Parliament.  Nor  can 
we  be  of  opinion,  that  a  petition  agreed  on  by  the 
Lord  Mayor,  Aldermen,  and  Citizens  of  London  in 
common  council  aflembled,  and  prefented,  not  even 

by 
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by  the  numbers  allowed  by  law,  but  by  a  Lord  of 
this  houfe,  can  poffibly  be  a  prelude,  or  example, 
towards  introducing  tumultuous  petitions  ;  much  lefs 
can  we  fee,  why  it  ought  the  rather  to  be  rejeded, 
becaufe  it  came  from  fo  great  a  body  as  the  city  of 
London-^  on  the  contrary,  we  apprehend,  that  an 
univerfal  grievance,  which  may  be  occafioned  by  any 
general  act,  muft  be  reprefented  to  the  legiflature  by 
particular  perfons,  or  bodies  corporate,  or  t\^Q  it 
cannot  be  reprefented  at  all  ;  that  the  rejeding  fuch 
petitions,  and  the  not  receiving  of  them,  is  the  way 
to  occafion  diforders  and  tum.ults  ;  and  that  the  more 
confiderable  the  body  is,  the  more  regard  fhould  be 
had  to  any  applications  they  make  -,  efpecially  for 
matters, wherein  not  only  their  rights,  privileges,and 
immunities,  but  alfo  their  trade,  fafety,  and  profpe- 
rity  are,  as  the  petition  avers,  highly  concerned. 

Briflol,  Jylesford^  North  and  Grey\ 

St,  John  de  Bletfoe^  Strafford^  Trevor y 

F.  Ceftriens,  Aberdeen^  Guilford^ 

Cowper,  Gower^  Bingley^ 

Bathurjfy  F.  Rofen,  Uxhridge. 

Boyky  Litchfield^ 

Dec,  13.  The  Earl  of  Clarendon  reported  to  the 
houfe  of  Lords,  the  Bill  to  prevent  infection  •,  upon 
which  the  queftion  being  put,  that  the  houfe  do  agree 
with  the  committee,  the  fame  was  oppofed  by  Earl 
Cowper  *,  who,  on  the  other  hand,  moved,  that  a 
bill  be  brought  in  for  the  repeal  of  two  claufes  in 
the  Quarentine  bill.  He  was  feconded  by  the  Lords 
Bathurft  and  North  and  Grey  \  but  the  Court  Lords 
having  infilled  upon  the  other  queftion,  the  fame 
was  carried  in  the  aiRrmative,  by  47  voices  againft 
n6  •,  and  then  the  queftion,  upon  Earl  Cowper\  mo- 
tion, being  refolved  in  the  negative,  by  about  the 
fame  majority  ,  his  Lordftiip  with  feveral  other 
N  4  Lordsj 
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Lords,entered  the  following  remarkable  protefl,  viz, 
A  motion  was  made,  and  the  queftion  being  put, 
that  a  bill  be  brought  in  for  the  repeal  of  fo  much 
of  the  a6b  paffed  laft  year  relating  to  the  plague,  ^ 
gives  a  power  to  remove  to  a  lazaret^  or  peft-houfe^ 
any  perfons  whatfoever  infefted  with  the  plague,  or 
healthy  perfons  out  of  an  infedled  family,  from 
their  habitations  (tho'  diftant  from  any  other  dwel- 
ling-houfe.)  And  alfo  fo  much  of  the  faid  adt,  as 
gives  power  for  the  drawing  lines  or  trenches  round 
any  city,  town,  or  place  infected,  it  was  refolved 
in  the  negative. 

Content.  20. 
Not  Content  39. 

Dtjjentient. 
I.TJEcaufe  the  powers  fpecified  in  the  queftion, 
Jj  feem  to  us,  fuch  as  can  never  wifely  or  ufe- 
fully  be  put  in  execution.  For  by  the  firftof  them, 
perfons  of  what  rank  or  condition  foever,  either  ac- 
tually infeded,  or  being  in  the  fame  habitation,  tho* 
in  lone-houfes,  where  they  are  well  accommodated, 
and  from  whence  there  is  no  danger  of  propagating 
the  infedlion,  may  be  forcibly  removed  into  com- 
mon lazarets  or  peft-houfes.  And  it  does  not  ap- 
pear to  us,  that  fuch  a  power  could  at  any  time  be 
reafonably  executed,  and  therefore  we  conceive  it 
fhould  be  repealed. 

The  other  power  extends  to  the  drawing  of  lines 
afound  any  city,  town,  or  place,  and  confequently 
around  the  cities  of  London  and  Wcfiminfter  s  the 
very  apprehenfions  of  which,  upon  the  leaft  rumour 
of  a  plague,  would  difperfe  the  rich,  and  by  that 
means  (as  well  as  by  hindering  the  free  accefs  of 
provifions)  ftarve  the  poor,  ruin  trade,  and  deftroy 
all  the  remains  of  private  and  public  credit. 

*  II.  Becaufe  fuch  powers  as  thefe  are  utterly  un- 
known to  our  conflitution,  and  repugnant,  we  con- 
ceive, to  the  lenity  of  our  mild  and  free  government  •, 

a  tender 
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a  tender  regard  to  which  was  fhewn  by  the  AEl 
Jac,  I.  which  took  care  only  to  confine  infedled  per- 
fons  within  their  own  houfes,  and  to  fupport  them 
under  that  confinement,  and  lodged  the  execution  of 
fuch  powers  folely  in  the  civil  magiitrate  ;  whereas 
the  powers  by  us  excepted  again (l,  as  they  are  of  a  > 
more  extraordinary  kind,  fothey  will  probably  (and 
fome  of  them  mull  neceffarily)  be  executed  by  mi- 
litary force  j  and  the  violent  and  inhuman  methods 
which  on  thefe  occafions,  may,  as  we  apprehend,  be 
pradtifed,  will,  we  fear,  rather  draw  down  the  in- 
flidion  of  a  new  judgment  from  Heaven,  than  con- 
tribute any  ways  to  remoye  that  which  fhall  then 
have  befallen  us. 

III.  Becaufe  we  take  it,thefe  methods  were  copied 
from  France ^2,  kingdom  whofe  pattern,  in  fuch  cafes, 
Great'Britain  fhould  not  follow ;  the  government 
there  being  condudled  by  arbitrary  power,  and  fup- 
ported  by  ftanding  armies  ;  and  to  fuch  a  country, 
fuch  methods  do,  in  ouropinion,feem  moft  fuitable  : 
And  yet  even  in  that  kingdom,  the  powers  thus  ex- 
ercifed  of  late,have  been  as  unfuccefsful,  as  they  were 
unprecedented  ;  fo  that  no  neighbouring  ftate  has  any 
encouragement  from  thence,  to  follow  fo  fatal  an 
example.  In  the  laft  plague  with  which  we  were 
vifited  jlmo  Dom,  i66j,  tho*  none  of  thefe  methods 
were  made  ufe  of,  much  lefs  authorized  by  parlia- 
ment ;  yet  the  infedlion,  however  geeat,  was  kept 
from  fp reading  itfelf  into  the  remote  parts  of  the 
kingdom  •,  nor  did  the  city  of  London^  where  it  firft 
appeared,  and  chiefly  raged,  fuffer  fo  Jong,  or  fo 
much,in  proportion  to  the  number  of  its  inhabitants, 
as  other  cities  and  towns  in  France  have  fuffered, 
where  thefe  cruel  experiments  have  been  tried. 

IV.  Becaufe,  had  fuch  part  of  the  ad,  as  we  think 
fhould  be  repealed,  been  accordingly  repealed,there 
would  ftill  have   remained  in  it  a  general   claufc, 

v/hich 
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which  gives  the  crown  all  powers  neceflary  to  pre- 
vent the  fpreading  of  infe(5lion  ;  and,  confequently, 
thefe  very  powers  among  the  reft,  if  they  Ihould  be 
found  necallliry  :  And  therefore  there  is  no  need,  we 
conceive,  to  have  themexprefly  granted  in  the  fame 
ad  of  Parliament,  .which  feems  not  only  to  war- 
rant, but  in  a  particular  manner  to  prefcribe  and  di- 
red  the  ufe  of  them. 

V.  Becaufe  the  great  argument  urged  for  continu- 
ing thefe  powers  fpecified  in  the  queftion,  (that  they 
would  probably  never  be  put  in  execution  in  the 
cafes  objeded  to)  feems  to  us  a  clear  reafon,  why 
they  fhould  not  be  continued  ;  for  we  cannot  ima- 
gine why  they  fliould  (land  enaded,  unlefs  they  are 
intended  to  be  executed  ;  or  of  what  ufe  will  it  be 
to  the  public,  to  keep  the  minds  of  the  people  per- 
tually  alarmed,  with  thofe  apprehenfions  under 
which  they  now  labour,  as  appears  by  the  petition 
from  the  city  of  London^  lately  rejeded.  It  may 
be  an  inftance  of  our  great  confidence  in  his  Ma- 
jefty's  wifdom  and  goodnefs,  when  we  truft  him 
with  fuch  powers  unknown  to  the  conftitution  •,  but. 
we  think  it  ill  becomes  us  torepofe  fach  truft,  when 
it  tends,  in  our  opinion,  rather  to  render  him  terrible^ 
than  amiable  to  his  fubjects  -,  and  when  the  only  ad- 
vantage he  can  (as  we  conceive)  draw  from  the  truft 
repofed  in  him,  is,  not  to  make  ufe  of  it. 

Jl^.  Ehor.  Jherdeen^  F,  Roffen. 

Boyle^  F.  Cejirienfis,  Guilford^ 

Trevor,  Uxhridge^  Gower^ 

St.  John  of  Blelfoe,  North  and  Grey^  Aylesford^ 

Strafford^  Bingley^  Cowpcr. 

Wefiouy  Baihurft^ 


Die 
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DieMartis^  i^BecembriSy  1721. 

The  order  of  the  day  being  read  for  the  taking 
into  farther  confideration,  his  Majefty's  moft  gra- 
cious fpeech  from  the  throne,  a  motion  was  made, 
and  the  queftion  being  put,  That  an  humble  ad- 
drefs  be  prefented  to  his  Majefty,  to  defire  that  his 
Majefly  would  be  gracioufly  pleafed  to  give  orders 
to  the  proper  officers,  that  the  inftrudlions  given  to 
Sir  George  Byng^  (now  Lord  Vifcount  Torrington)  in 
relation  to  the  adion  againll  the  Spanijh  Fleet  in  the 
Mediterranean^  may  be  laid  before  this  houfe. 

Content  i^.  It  paflbd  in  the  neffative. 

Not,  Content  57.  ^  o 

Bijfentient. 
I,T5  Ecaufe  not  finding  any  inftance  on  fearching 

jj  the  journals,  we  believe  there  is  none,  where- 
in a  motion  for  an  admiral's  inftrudlions  to  be  laid 
before  this  houfe,  has  been  denied  ;  but,  on  the 
contrary,  there  are  many  precedents  of  inflrudlions 
of  a  like  nature,  and  in  flronger  cafes,  as  we  con- 
ceive, addrefled  for  by  the  houfe,  and  feveral  in 
point  for  inflrudions  given  to  admirals,  particularly 
to  Sir  George  Rook ^  and  Sir  Cloudejly  Shovel :  Nor 
does  it  feem  to  us  at  all  material,  whether  the  con- 
dud  of  fuch  admirals  had  or  had  not  been  blamed, 
before  fuch  inflrudlions  were  asked  for,  fince  the 
fight  of  inftrudlions  may  be  previoufly  and  ab- 
folutely  neceflary,  to  inform  the  houfe  whether  their 
condud:  be  blameable  or  not. 

II.  Becaufe  we  think  it  highly  reafonable,  that 
thefe  inftrudtions  Ihould  be  laid  before  this  houfe,  up- 
on which  the  adion  of  the  Britijb^  againll  the  Spanijh 
fleet  in  the  Mediterranean  was  founded,  without  any 
previous  declaration  of  war  j  and  even  while  a  Bri- 

tiJJi 
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tt[h  minifter,  a  fecretary  of  ftate  was  amicably  treat- 
ing at  Madridt  which  court  might  juftly  conclude 
itlelf  fecure  from  any  hoftile  attack,  during  the  con- 
tinuance of  fuch  negotiation. 

III.  Becaufe  *till  we  have  a  fight  of  thefe  inftruc- 
tions,  and  are  able  to  judge  of  the  reafonson  which 
they  are  founded,  the  War  with  Spain^  in  which  that 
action  of  our  fleet  involved  us,  does  not  appear  to 
us  fo  juftifiable,  as  we  could  wilh  ♦,  and  yet  it  was 
plainly  prejudicial  to  the  nation  in  fundry  refpecSbs  ; 
for  it  occafioned  an  intire  interruption  of  our  mod 
valuable  commerce  with  Spain^  at  a  time,  when 
Great-Britain  needed  all  the  advantages  of  peace, 
to  extricate  itfelf  from  the  heavy  national  debt  it  lay 
under  ♦,  and  as  it  deprived  us  of  the  friendfhip  of 
Spain^not  eafily  to  be  retrieved,  fo  it  gave  our  rivals 
in  trade  an  opportunity,  to  infmuate  themfelves  in 
their  affe6lions  :  And  we  conceive,  that  to  that  war 
alone,  is  owing  the  ftri6l  union  there  is  at  prefent 
between  the  Crowns  of  France  and  Spain,  which  it 
was  the  intereft  ofGr^^/-5ri/<^i«,to  have  kept  always 
divided  :  An  union,  which,  in  its  confequences.^  may 
prove  fatal  to  thefe  Kingdoms.  Nor  does  it  appear, 
that  Great-Britain  had  any  fruit  from  this  war,  be- 
yond its  being  reftored  to  the  fame  trade  we  had 
with  Spain^  before  we  begun  it. 

W.  Ehor.  Strafford^  Brijlol^ 

Aylesfordy  Guilford,  Bathurjly 

Wp.fton,  JJxhridge,  Foley  ^ 

St.  John  de  Bletfoe^  Scar/dale^  F.  Cejlrien. 

Compton,  Gower,  Trevor. 

Aberdeen^  Cowper 

Boyky  North  and  Grey. 

Die  Jovis  2 1  DecemhriSy  1 7  2 1 , 
Hodie  tertia  vice  leBa  eft  Billa.  An  adt  for  punifli- 
ing  mutiny  and  defcrtion,  and  for  the  better  pay- 
ment 
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mcnt  of  the  army  and  their  quarters.  The  queftion 
being  put,  whether  this  bill  fhall  pafs  ?  It  was  re- 
folved  in  the  affirmative, 

D'ljfentient. 
I.OEcaufewe  have  heard  no  arguments  to  con«= 

j3  vince  us,that  there  is  any  neceffity  for  a  greater 
number  of  troops  being  kept  on  foot  at  this  time, 
than  there  was  after  the  peace  pf  Ryfwick^  or  the 
peace  of  Utrecht-,  for  as  to  the  argument  urged  from 
the  prefent  difaffedion  of  the  people,  we  are  fully 
perfuaded,  that  the  keeping  up  fo  great  an  army,  is 
much  more  likely  to  increafe  than  leiTen  fuch  dif- 
afFedliono 

II.  Becaufe  this  precedent  is  likely  to  be  followed 
in  all  fubfequent  times,  there  being  no  probability, 
that  a  conjundlure  can  happen  when  there  will  be 
lefs  apparent  reafon  for  keeping  up  a  great  number 
of  forces,  than  at  this  time  of  general  tranquility. 

III.  Becaufe  we  conceive  there  are  feveral  claufes 
in  this  bill,  which  tend  to  overthrow  the  civil  power 
in  this  kingdom,  and  turn  it  into  a  military  govern^ 
ment.  And  we  apprehend  it  to  be  our  duty  to  take 
care,  that  fo  dangerous  a  precedent  may  not  be  made 
for  any  future  time,  without  an  evident  neceffity,  and 
it  is  plain,  there  is  no  fuch  neceffity  foreredling  this 
military  power  within  the  kingdom  in  time  of  peace, 
becaufe  the  army  was  well  governed  without  it  in 
the  two  former  reigns. 

IV.  That  allowing  fuch  a  number  of  troops  were 
neceflary,  yet  there  is  no  reafon  can  be  alledged,  as 
we  apprehend,  that  they  ffiould  be  conftituted  in  this 
expenfive  manner,  which  raifes  the  charge  upon  the 
pation  about  double  what  it  was  in  time  of  peace, 
in  the  two  former  reigns,  and  we  mufl  with  great 

concern 
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concern  affert,  that  the  public  is  much  lefs  able  to 
bear  fuch  an  excefs  at  the  prefent,  than  at  any  former 
times. 


TF.  Ebor. 

Bathurfty 

Uxhridge^ 

Fr,  Roffen. 

7'adcajier, 

BriftoU 

Fr.  Ceft. 

North  and  Grey^ 

Straffordy 

Aherdeetty 

Foley^ 

Scarfdaky 

Guilfordy 

Boyky 

Trevor, 

Die  Sabbat,  13  Januarii  1721. 

A  motion  was  made,  That  the  not  'paying  off  his 
Majeftfs  /hips  when  they  came  home  fr^in  their  fever  al 
voyages y  according  to  the  antient  ufage  of  the  navy^  but 
continuing  them  in  fe a  pay  during  the  winter ^  ^ till  they 
went  out  again^  had  been  one  great  caufe  of  coniraUing 
fo  large  a  Navy  Debt  ;  and  a  quellion  being  Hated 
thereupon,  the  previous  queftion  was  put,  whether 
that  queftion  fhould  now  be  put. 
It  was  refolved  in  the  negative. 

Biffentient, 
i.TJEcaufe  we  conceive  the  main  queftion  ought 

x3  to  have  been  put,  fince  the  pradice  complain- 
ed of  it,  having  been  from  the  year  1 690,  very 
frequently  reprefented  againft  to  the  admiralty  and 
treafury,  by  the  commillioners  of  the  navy  (proper 
officers  to  give  advice  in  fuch  matters)  and  who  then 
were  men  of  great  experience,  ability,  and  probity, 
for  being,  contrary  to  the  antient  ufage  of  the  navy, 
giving  great  difguft  to  the  feamen,  and  caufing  an 
unneceflary  expence  of  the  public  money,  we  thought 
it  highly  reafonable  to  endeavour,  that  a  ftop  fliould 
be  put  to  this  method,  which  was  attended  with  fo 
many  fatal  confequences  ;  and  we  cannot  but  think 
the  putting  and  voting  the  main  queftion,  in  the  af- 
firmative, would  have  greatly  conduced  to  that  end, 

s.  Becaufe 
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2.  Becaufe  it  did  not  appear  neceflary,  at  a  time 
when  fo  few  men  were  either  granted,  or,  indeed, 
demanded,  for  the  fervice  of  any  one  year,  that  the 
feamen  fliould  be  treated  with  fo  much  feverity  as 
not  to  be  paid  off,  according  to  the  antient  ufage 
of  the  Navy,  but  kept  \n  floating  prifons^  as  the  faid 
CommilTioners  of  the  Navy  very  well  exprefs  it, 
efpecially  fince  we  find,  that  during  the  late  war, 
when  forty  thoufand  men  a  year  were  granted,  this 
was  truly  thought,  by  the  Lords  Commiffioners  of 
the  Navy,  a  way  rather  to  provoke  the  feamen  to 
defert,  than  encourage  them  to  come  into,  or  con- 
tinue in  the  fervice-,  and  to  be  the  principal,  if  not 
the  only  reafon,  why  it  is  become  fo  difficult  to  get 
them  again  when  wanted, 

3.  We  thought,  at  this  juncture,  when  his  Ma- 
jefty  had  fo  lately,  in  a  mod  gracious  fpeech  from 
the  throne,  fignified  his  having  fo  happily  eftablifh'd 
peace  throughout  Europe,  it  would  be  proper,  if  ever, 
to  ufe  our  beft  endeavours,  that  the  feamen  might 
partake  of  the  benefit  of  our  mild  and  free  govern- 
ment, and  not  be  liable  to  greater  hardlhips  than 
any  of  their  fellow-fubjedts,  as  we  think  they  will 
be,  if  this  practice  be  fuffer'd  to  continue. 

4.  Becaufe  fuch  methods  ought  to  be  ufed  as  will 
mod  contribute  to  procure  the  afi^ections  of  the  fea- 
men to  the  fervice,  which  we  think,  the  antientufage 
of  the  navy  will,  in  this  cafe,  bed  effect,  by  which 
they  will  have  the  fatisfaction  to  fpend  their  money 
within  the  kingdom,  for  the  benefit  and  fupport  of 
their  families  as  formerly,  when  the  fhips  were  paid 
off  at  their  return  from  their  feveral  voyages  -,  and 
will,  we  hope,  prevent  their  hiding  from  and  deferr- 
ing the  fervice,  and  engage  them  chearfully  to  enter 
into  it,  whenever  there  Ihall  be  occafion  :  Whereas 
Recording  to  the  late  practice  by  the  opinion  of  the 

fai4 
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fald  commiflioners  of  the  navy  ;  the  difficulty  of 
getting  them  in  the  fpring,  chiefly  arifes  from  keep- 
ing them  all  the  winter  ;  and  yet  the  difficulty  of 
getting  them  again,  is  affigned  as  the  only  reafon  for 
keeping  them  in  pay  during  the  winter,  altho*  it 
amounts  to  an  intolerable  charge  upon  the  kingdom, 
it  appearing  by  one  of  the  papers  now  upon  the  table, 
that  keeping  them  in  pay  all  the  winter,  comes  to 
near  five  times  as  much  as  raifingthem  again  in  the 
fpring. 

5.  We  cannot  but  think  it  a  very  unufual  way  of 
arguing  irt  a  houfe  of  Parliament,  That  a  queftion 
ought  not  to  be  pur,  becaufe  it  is  generally  admit- 
ted to  be  true,  tho'  at  the  fame  time  there  may  be  too 
much  reafon  to  believe,  that  the  pradlice  complained 
of,  Willi  not  be  altered  without  the  interpofition  of 
Parliament. 

6.  We  cannot  conceive  that  the  treaty  with  Swe- 
den could  make  it  neceflary  as  was  alledged,  to  keep 
the  men  in  pay  all  the  winter  ;  fince  it  appears  by 
the  papers  upon  the  table,  that  very  little  or  no  time 
would  have  been  loft,  if  the  old  method  of  the  navy 
of  raifing  men  in  the  fpring  had  been  followed,  by 
which  much  money  would  have  been  faved  to  the 
public,  efpecially  fmce  their  fo  early  arrival  then  did 
neither  prevent  the  landjing  the  Czar's  troops  upon 
Sweden,  when  and  where  they  pleafed,  nor  by  any 
adion  at  fea,contribute  to  weaken  his  naval  ftrength. 

Laftly^  We  take  it  to  be  very  clear,  that  if  any 
neceffary,  or  fufficient  reafon  was  foreieen,  at  any 
time,  for  the  difpcnfing  with  this  rule  of  the  navy, 
it  ought  not  to  have  been  done  without  his  Majefty's 
confent  in  council  •,  it  being,  as  we  conceive,  a  fun- 
damental maxim  in  the  government  of  the  navy,and 
a  moft  effential  part  of  his  Majefty's  royal  preroga- 
tive, that  np  rule  or  eftablilhment  in  the  navy,  whe- 
ther 
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ther,  written  or  unwritten,  or  cuftomary,  ought  to 
be,  or  can  regularly  be  abrogated,  altered,  or  difpen- 
fed  with,  but  by  his  Majefty's  confent  in  council, 
efpecially  in  fo  weighty  a  point  as  fpending  the  pub- 
lic treafure  fo  much  fafter  than  it  need  have  been,  in 
a  proportion  above-mentioned.  And  therefore  we 
thought  it  expedient,  that  the  main  queftion  fhould 
have  been  put,  and  voted  in  the  affirmative,  that  this 
great  and  ufeful  prerogative  of  the  crown  might,  by 
cenfuring  what  we  take  to  be  a  breach  thereof  (tho* 
with  the  temper  recommended  from  the  throne)  have 
been  the  better  preferved  for  the  future. 


IF.  Ehor. 

Uxhridge^ 

Cowper, 

North  and  Grey^ 

Guilford^ 

Aberdeen^ 

Gower^ 

Trevor, 

Majham^ 

Strafford, 

Bathurfl, 

Briftol. 

Compton, 

Die Mercuriiy  lyjanuarii,  1721, 

A  petition  of  the  clergy  of  London  was  prefented 
and  read,  againft  the  bill,  intitled.  An  A^  for  grant- 
ing the  people  called  Quakers,  fuch  forms  of  affirmation 
and  declaration  as  may  remove  the  difficulties  which 
many  of  them  lie  under. 

And  a  motion  being  made  that  the  faid  Petition 
be  rejeded  ;  after  debate.  The  queftion  was  put, 
whether  the  faid  Petition  fhall  be  rejedled  ? 

It  was  refolved  in  the  affirmative, 

Biffientient. 
I.T>Ecaufe  the  right  of  petitioning,  in  a  legal 
Xj  manner,  to  legal  purpofes,  does,  we  appre- 
hend, appertain,  by  law  and  ufage,  to  the  free  peo- 
ple of  this  realm  ;  and  is  as  efTcntial  to  the  fubjeft, 
a(5ling  within  his  due  bounds,  as  the  liberty  of  debate 
is  to  the  conftitution  of  Parliament,  And  this  right. 

Vol.  VIIL  Q  as 
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as  it  extends  to  the  petitioning  even  for  the  repeal  of 
a6ls  now  in  force,  by  which  the  people  think  them- 
felve3  aggrieved  *,  fo  it  juftifies  them  yet  more,  in 
reprefenting  their  humble  fenfe  of  any  new  law, 
while  it  is  under  the  confideration  of  Parliament. 
Nor  are  the  clergy,  we  prefume,  lefs  privileged,  in 
relation  to  the  exercife  of  this  right,  than  any  other 
of  his  Majefty's  fubjecfcs  :  On  the  contrary,  we  be- 
lieve them  as  worthy  of  enjoying  it,  and  as  capable  of 
exerting  it  to  wife  and  good  ends^  as  any  rank  of 
private  men  in  the  kingdom. 

II.  Becaufe  the  petition  rejedled,  is,  in  our  opinion 
proper,  and  inoffenfive,  both  as  to  the  matter,  and 
manner  of  ic:  Since  it  partly  relates  to  the  peculiar 
rights  of  the  clergy  in  point  of  tythes,  and  partly 
^xprefTes  their  fears,  (as  we  conceive,  not  altogether 
groundlefs)  left  the  fedl  of  ^akers^  zirQSidy  too  nu- 
merous, Ihould  by  this  new  indulgence,  be  greatly 
multiplied  j  and  left  the  honour  of  religion  ftiould 
any  ways  fufFer,  and  the  foundations  of  government 
be  ftiaken  by  what  is  intended  ;  both  which  it  is  the 
particular  duty  of  their  fundion  to  uphold  and  fecure. 
We  are  not  therefore  apprehenfivejthat  it  misbecame 
their  charaders  to  interpofe  on  any  of  thefe  important 
points :  And  the  way  in  which  they  have  done  it, 
muft  feem  to  us  free  from  exception,  till  fome  paftage 
in  their  petition  is  pitched  upon,  as  obnoxious,  and 
cenfurcd  by  the  houfe  5  which,  as  yet,  hath  not  been 
done. 

III.  Becaufe  the  petition  fuggefts  a  particular  grie- 
vance, under  which  the  clergy  will  fuffer  by  this  a6l, 
more  than  any  other  order  of  men  j  which  as  it  had 
never  been  obferved  on  the  debates  on  the  bill,  fo  was 
allowed  to  deferve  the  confideration  of  the  houfe. 
And  therefore,  had  there  been  any  other  part  of  their 
petition  lefs  unexceptionable  (as  we  apprehend  there 
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is  not)  yet  we  do  not  thinkjthat  it  was  unreafonable  to 
lay  afide  the  whole,  on  that  account,  and  rejedl  what 
was  acknowledged  fit  to  be  confidered,  for  the  fake 
of  what  was  thought  improper  to  be  offered. 

IV.  Becaufe  the  clergy  of  London  are  not,  in  gene- 
ral, fo  liberally  provided  for,  but  thatthey  have  rea- 
fon,  to  be  watchful  in  relation  to  any  flep  that  may 
unwarily  be  taken,  towards  diminifhing  their  main- 
tenance \  which  we  look  upon,  as  not  duly  propor- 
tioned to  their  labours,  in  populous  parifhes,  and  to 
the  various  employments  given  them  by  infidels,  and 
heretics,  papifts,  and  divers  feds  of  men  diffenting 
from  the  Church  eflabliOied  by  law,  with  which  this 
metropolis  is  known  to  abound.  And  as  their  fitua- 
tion  gives  them  near  opportunities  of  obferving  and 
knowing  what  may  be  llirred  in  Parliament,  to  the 
prejudice  of  their  order  ^  fo  we  cannot  but  think, 
that  it  becomes  them  to  make  ufe  of  that  advantage, 
in  behalf  of  their  diftant  brethren,  as  often  as  need 
fhall  require  ;  efpecially  at  a  time,  when  the  repre- 
fentatives  of  the  clergy  are  not  attending  in  convoca- 
tion, and  in  a  readinefs  to  exert  their  known  right  of 
applying  to  the  legiflature  on  all  fuch  occafions. 

V.  Becaufe  the  London  clergy,  from  whence  the 
petition  came,  are,  in  our  opinion,  and  have  been 
always  efteemed,  of  great  confideration,  with  refpedb 
to  their  extenfive  influence,  and  their  ability  to  be 
ferviceable  to  the  flate  in  important  conjundlures. 
From  this  body  of  men  have  proceeded  many  of  the 
moft  eminent  lights  of  the  church,  and  ornaments  of 
the  bifhops  bench,  efpecially  fince  the  revolution  ; 
and,  in  the  reign  preceding  it,  their  never-to-be-for- 
gotten labours  put  a  flop  to  the  torrent  of  Popery, 
then  ready  to  overflow  us.  On  which,  and  many 
other  accounts,  we  cannot  but  wifh,  that  the  appli- 
cations at  any  time  made  to  this  houfe  by  the  city 
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clergy,  might  be  received' with  regard  and  tender- 
nefsi  and  a  more  than  ordinary  indulgence  allowed 
them,  at  a  time,  when  fo  great  favours  are  about 
to  be  beftowed  on  the  profelTed  oppugners  of  their 
function  aad  maintenance. 

VI.  Becaufe  by  experience  we  find,  that  the  treat- 
ing, in  this  manner,,  a  petition  from  any  great  and 
confiderable  body  of  men,  is  not  the  beft  way  to  al- 
lay the  jealoufies,  and  extinguifh  the  uneafinefs  that 
occafioned  it  %  a  very  contrary  effect  having  fol- 
lowed (according  to  the  bell  of  our  obfervation) 
from  the  rejecting  a  petition  lately  offered  by  the 
city  o^  London.  And  the  oftener  fuch  inflances  are 
repeated,  the  more,  we  fear,  the  difafledtion  of  the 
people  will  increale;  who  thinking  themfelves  under 
hardfhips  from  which  they  defire  to  be  relieved,  may 
look  upon  it  as  a  new,  and  yet  greater  hardfhip, 
not  to  be  heard.  And  though  the  modeft  and  duti- 
ful demeanor  of  the  clergy  fliould  no  ways  contri- 
bute to  thefeconfequences,  yet  we  know  not  how  far 
this  may  be  the  cafe,  with  refpecl  to  their  flocks; 
to  whom  their perfons  and  characters  are  dear,  and 
who  may  therefore  be  induced, by  the  reverence  they 
bear  to  their  pafbors,  to  exprefs  as  much  concern  on 
their  account,  as  they  would  on  their  own.  For 
which  reafon  it  was  our  earnefl  defire,  that  this  fe- 
cond,  and  in  our  opinion,  dangerous  experiment, 
might  not  have  been  made. 

IV.  Ehor,  Strafford^  Guilford^ 

JVeJloHy'E.Q^Arran^  Foley ^  Cowper^ 

Uxhridge^  North  and  Grey^Aberdeen, 

Sccirfdale^  Gower^  Bathurft^ 

ComptoHy  'Trevor^  Montjoy^V,fVind, 

Brijlol,  ^        Bingley,  F,  Ro^en. 

Coninsghyy  *         St,  J,  de  Bktfoe^ 
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Die  Veneris,    19  Januarii^  1721. 

Hodie  tertia  vice  le5fa  eft  Billa,  intitled,  An  ASl  for 
granting  the  people  called  Quakers,  fuch  forms  ofaf- 
firmation^  and  declaration^  as  may  remove  the  diffi- 
culties which  many  of  them  lie  under. 

The  queflion  was  put.  Whether  this  bill  lliall 
pafs  ? 

It  was  rcfolved  in  the  afErmatiye. 

Dijfentient. 

W,  Cant,     Jo.  Ox  on. 
LTD  Ecaufe  the  privileges  allowed  by  this  bill  to 

XJ  the  fakers.,  are  without  example,  and  no 
ways  proportioned  to  the  fleps  formerly  taken  to- 
wards a  gradual  indulgence  of  them.  For,  whereas 
they  have  been  hitherto  under  the  real  obligation  of 
an  oath,  tho'  difpenfed  with  as  to  fome  formalities, 
with  refpedl  to  the  manner  of  wording,  and  taking 
it,  they  are  now  altogether  releafed  both  from  the 
form  and  fubftance  of  an  oath,  and  admitted  to  pro- 
fefs  fidelity,  and  give  teflimony  upon  their  fimple 
affirmation  :  Nor  are  thefe  great  privileges  indul- 
ged to  them  (as  the  lefs  were)  from  time  to  time,  and 
by  degrees,  but  are  at  once  made  perpetual. 

II.  Becaufe  we  look  upon  the  Quakers,  who  rc- 
jedl  the  two  facraments  of  Chrift,  and  are,  as  far  as 
they  fo  do,  unworthy  of  the  name  of  Chriftians,  to 
be  on  that  account,  unworthy  alfo  of  receiving  fuch 
diftinguifhing  marks  of  favour. 

III.  Becaufe  the  Quakers,  as  they  retiounce  the  in- 
llitutions  of  Chrift,  fo  have  not  given  even  the  evi- 
dence by  law  required,  oftheirbelief  of  his  Divini- 
ty :  It  no  ways  appearing  to  us  (nor,   do  we  believe 
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it  can  be  made  appear)  that  ever  fmce  they  v/ere  firft 
indulged  []i  W,  and  A/.^oneQiiaker,  in  a  hundred, 
hath  fubfcribed  the  prof ejjion  of  Chriftian  belief ^d^vtd:- 
ed  by  that  adl  *,  nor  could  we,  upon  a  motion  made 
in  the  houfe,  prevail,  that  they  fhould  even  now  be 
obliged  by  fuch  previous  rubfcription,to  in  title  them- 
felves  to  the  new  and  extraordinary  favours  defigned 
them.  The  confequence  of  which  mud,  in  our  opi- 
nion, be,  That  they  v/ill  encourage  themfelves  yet 
farther  in  their  averlion  to  fubfcribe  that  profeflion 
of  Chriftian  belief ;  which  they  feem  more  to  de- 
cline than  even  the  taking  of  an  oath  \  fince  great 
numbers  of  them  have  fworn,tho'  very  few  have  fub- 
fcribed that  profeflion.  Nor  are  we  without  appre- 
henfions,  that  it  may  refledl  fome  difhonour  on  the 
Chriftian  faith,  if  the  evidence  given  by  fuch  perfons 
on  their  bare  word,  fhall  by  lav/,  be  judged  of  e- 
qual  credit  with  the  folemn  oath  of  an  acknov/ledg- 
ed  Chriftian,  and  fmcere  member  of  the  eftablifhed 
communion. 

IV.  Becaufe  we  look  upon  it  as  highly  unreafon- 
able,  that,  in  a  kingdorn,  where  the  Nobles,  the 
Clergy,  and  Commons  are  obliged  to  fwear  fealty 
to  the  crown,  and  even  the  Sovereign  himfelf  takes 
an  oath  at  his  coronation  ;  a  particular  fedt  of  men, 
•who  refufeto  fervethe  ftate,  either  as  civil  officersj 
or  foldiers,  fhould  be  intirely  releafed  from  that  ob- 
ligation :  Since  'tis  natural  to  exped,  that  perfons 
thus  indulged,  as  to  the  manner  of  profefling,  and 
the  meafures  of  performing  their  allegiance,  fhould, 
by  degrees  be  induced  totally  to  withdraw  it,  till 
they  become  as  bad  fubjeds  as  Chriftians. 

V.  Becaufe  tho' fuch  extraordinary  privileges,  are 
allowed  to  the  fed:  of  Quakers  by  this  bill,  yet  there 
is  no  mark  or  teft,  prefcribed  by  it,  or  by  any  other 
ad,  by  which  it  may  be  certainly  known,  who  are 
Quakers,  and  confequently  who  are,  or  are  not  inti- 
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tied  to  thofe  privileges.  From  whence  this  incon- 
venience may  arife,  that  many,  not  really  Quakers, 
may  yet  fhelter  themfelves  under  the  cover  of  tha:t 
name, on  purpofe  to  be  releafed  from  the  obligations 
of  oaths ',  it  not  being,  we  conceive,  in  the  power  of 
the  magiflrate,  as  this  bill  (lands,  to  oblige  any  per- 
fcn  to  take  an  oath,  who,  at  the  time  of  tendring 
it,  fhall  profefs  himfelf  a  Quaker  :  So  that  the  con- 
ceflion  now  made  to  that  itci^  may  prove  a  great 
inlet  to  hypocrify  and  falfhood,  and  will  naturally 
tend  towards  increaling  their  numbers  ;  which,  we 
rather  wifh,  may  be  every  day  diminifhed. 

VI.  Becaufe  we  do  not  apprehend  that  the  Qua- 
kers, as  a  fed,  are  really  under  fuch  fcruples  in  point 
of  an  oath,  that  it  is  necefTary  to  eafe  them  by  fuch 
an  ad  ;  few  of  then^i  having,  for  five  and  twenty 
years  paft,  fince  their  folemn  afHrmation  (equivalent 
to  an  oath)  was  enabled,  ever  refufed  to  comply  with 
it:  And,  fhould  this  have  now  and  then  happened, 
yet,  when  the  great  body  of  any  fort  offedaries 
are  at  eafe  in  their  confciences,  the  fcruples  of  a  f^w^ 
we  think,  ought  not  to  be  regarded  ;  eipecially  if 
continuing  the  law  now  in  force  will  probably  ex- 
tinguifh  thofe  fcruples,  and  the  repeal  of  it  will  cer- 
tainly give  new  life  and  flrength  to  them. 

VII.  Becaufe  the  fecurity  of  the  fubjeds  property, 
which  depends  upon  teftimony,  feems  to  us  to  be  lef- 
fened  by  this  ad  ;  the  reverence  of  an  oath  having 
been  always  obferved  to  operate  farther  towards  the 
difcovery  of  truth,  than  any  other  lefs  folemn  form 
of  affeveration.  Nor  can  the  Quakers  be  excepted  in 
this  cafe  ;  whofe  awful  apprehenfions  of  an  oath  ap- 
pear, from  their  earned  endeavours  to  decline  it : 
And  therefore,  where  the  payment  of  tythes,  by 
them  held  to  be  fmful,  is  concerned,  they  will  have 
llrong  inducements  to  difguife  the  truth,  in  what 
they  fimply  af5rm,rather  than  wound  their  confcien- 
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ces  and  credit,  by  contributing  towards  the  fupport 
of  fuch  an  antichriftian  payment.  In  other  cafes  of 
property,  their  intereft  only  willclafh  v/ith  their  ve- 
racity ;  but  the  double  motive  of  intereft  and  confci- 
ence  will  influence  them  with  refped  to  the  clergy  *, 
whofe  calling,  and  maintenance,  they  equally  con- 
demn. 

VIII.  Becaufe  the  inducement,  mentioned  in  the 
bill,    towards  granting  the  Quakers   thefe  favours, 
That  they  are  well  afFedted  to  the  government  (a  po- 
fition,  of  which  we  have  fome  doubt)  might  we  ap- 
prehend be  improved  into  a  reafon  for  granting  like 
favours  to  Deifts  Arians^    Jews^    and  even  to  Hea- 
thens  themfelves  ;  all  of  which  may  poflibly  be,  as 
fome  of  them  certainly  are,    friends  to  the  govern- 
ment.   However  their   friendlhip,    we    prefume, 
would  be  cultivated  at  too  great  an  expence,  if,   for 
the  fake  of  it,  any  thing  fliould  be  done  by  the  legi- 
flature,  which  might  weaken  the  fecurity  of  all  go- 
vernments, an  oath  j  and,  by  that  means,  do  more 
mifchief  to  the  flate,  in  one  refpecl,  than  it  brought 
advantage  in  another.  And  we  the  rather  thus  chufe 
to  reafon,  becaufe  an  argument  was  urged  in  the  de- 
bate and  no    ways   difallowed,    that  if  Heathens 
themfelves  were  equally  of  ufe  to  the  flate,  as  the 
Quakers  are,    they  ought  alfo  equally  by  Jaw  to  be 
indulged :  Whereas  our  firm  perfuafion  is,    That, 
as  no  man  fhould  be  perfecuted  for  his  opinions  in 
religion  i  fo  neither  fhould  any  man,  w^ho  is  known 
to  avow  principles  defhrudlive  of  Chriftianity,  how- 
ever ufeful  he  m.ay  otherwife  be  to  the  ftate,  be  en- 
couraged by  a  law,  purpofely  made  in  his  favour,  to 
continue  in  thofe  principles. 

^.  Ehor.  Strafford^  Jherdeen^ 

F.  Roffen,  F,  Cejlriens.  Trevor ^ 

Gower^  St.  John  of  Bletfoey  Compon* 

Montjoy^V.Windfor^  Salisbury^ 

Lie 
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Bie  Jovis^  25  Janu.  1 72 1 . 

The  order  of  the  day  ("for  the  houfe,  to  be  in  a 
committee,  to  take  into  farther  confideration  the 
caufes  of  contrading  fo  large  a  navy  debt,  and  the 
inftrudlion  of  the  faid  committee.  That  they  do  in 
the  firil  place  confider  of  the  occafion  of  that  part  of 
the  faid  debt,  which  arifes,  from  having  employed 
more  men  in  the  fea  fervice,  in  any  year,  than  were 
provided  for  by  Parliament,  for  fuch  year,  and  for 
the  not  paying  off  all  the  feamen  at  winter)  being 
called  for, 

A  motion  was  made,  and  the  queftion  was  put, 
*That  authentic  copies  of  the  fever  at  treaties,  infl  ruc- 
tions, and  orders  relating  to  the  Bridih  fquadrons  being 
fent  into  the  Baltic  for  feveral  years  laft  paft^  he  laid 
before  this  houfe,  ^hat  the  true  occafion  of  that  -part  of 
the  Navy  Debt,  which  the  committee  is  inflru5ted  to 
confider  in  the  fir fi  place,  may  the  better  appear^  asaU 
fo  that  the  A6t  of  Settlement  has  not  been  infringed^ 
by  thofe  feveral  Northern  expeditions. 

Content  13.  jj-  ^^s  Tcfolved  In  the  negative. 

Not  Content  60.  ^ 

Diffentient'* 
i.TJEcaufe  it  being  now  admitted  by  the  houfe, 

J3  in  the  inftruftion  given  to  the  Committee, 
that  the  Navy  Debt  was  increafed,  by  employing 
more  men  in  the  fea  fervice  than  were  provided  for 
by  Parliament,  and  by  not  paying  them  off  in  the 
winter,  the  intention  of  the  houfe  in  that  inftru6lion 
muft,  in  our  opinion,  manifeilly  be,  to  diredl  the 
committee  to  inquire  into  the  true  occafion  and  rea- 
fonablenefs  of  thefe  fervices,  by  which  the  navy  deb* 
was  increafed  ;  and  that  end  could  not,  we  think, any 
ways  be  attained,  without  a  fight  of  thofe  treaties, 

inftruc- 
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inftru6lions  and  orders,  upon  which  thofe  fer vices 
were  founded  ;  fince  the  confidering  the  occafion  of 
an  extraordinary  acknowledged  expence,  mull,  we 
conceive,  imply  an  inquiry  into  the  true  caufes  for 
which  fuchan  expencewas  made.  We  did,  there- 
fore, think  it  necefiary,  to  defzre  copies  of  the  trea- 
ties, inllrudlions,  and  orders  relating  to  the  feveral 
Baltic  expeditions,  becaufe  without  them  we  could 
not  poflibly  learn  the  true  reafon  of  thofe  expedi- 
tions ;  and  it  feemed  to  us  incongruous,  that  the 
houfe  fhould  direct  an  inquiry,  and  not  contribute  to 
it  by  di reding  alfo  thofe  materials  to  be  laid  before 
the  committee,  which  alone  could  render  fuch  an  in- 
quiry effeduaL 

a.  Becaufe  the  want,  of  fuch  authentic  papers  and 
inftrumcnts,  could,  no  ways,  we  think,  befuppiied. 
by  any  verbal  reprefentations,  that  might  be  made 
by  lords  in  the  miniitry,  as  fadls  occurred  to  their 
memory  in  the  debate  •,  this  being  no  fufficient  foun- 
dation for  any  Parliamentary  inquiry,  much  lefs  for 
fuch  a  one  as  tends  to  approve,  excufe,  or  blame  the 
meafures  of  thofe  in  power ;  fmce  we  cannot  think  it 
fuitable,  either  to  the  rules  of  reafon,  or  the  dignity 
of  Parliaments,  to  proceed  to  refolutions  relating  to 
the  condu6l  of  minifters,  upon  fads  ftated  by  the 
minifters  themfelves. 

3.  Becaufe  motions  for  fuch  papers  and  inftru- 
ments  have  been  frequently  made  and  complied  with  ; 
nor  hath  any  fuch  motion  ever  (as  far  as  we  can 
learn)  'till  of  late,  been  refufed  :  The  only  paper 
included  in  the  general  motion^that  we  thought  any 
ways  doubtful  whether  we  Ihoiild  obtain,  was  the 
Lord  Carterefs  inilru6lions,  which  was  moved  for 
ttefore  in  this  fellion  without  fuccefs:  However,  we 
had  hopes  of  prevailing  even  for  a  fight  of  that  pa- 
per, when  it  became  necefiary,  as  we  apprehend,  to 
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qualify  the  committee  of  the  whole  houfe,  to  do.  the 
work  appointed  by  the  houfe. 

4.  Becaufe  the  great  increafe  of  the  fiavy  deht  a- 
rx>fe  from  the  frequent  fending  of  ftrong  fquadrons  to 
t\it  Baltick,  and  continuing  them  there  atfeafonsof 
the  year,  when  the  Britifi  Fleet  has  feldom  been 
known  to  have  been  employed  fofar  from  home*  and 
in  fo  rugged  a  climate  ;  and  therefore  we  thought  it 
reafonable  to  exped  the  fulleft  fatisfadion  in  our  in- 
quiries into  the  grounds  of  expeditions,  which  had 
been  carried  on  in  fo  unufual,  expenfive  and  hazar- 
dous a  mannner  s  which  the  more  extraordinary  they 
were,  the  more  they  needed,  in  every  refpe6l,  tobe 
cleared  and  juftified  ;  that  the  mifapprehenfions  pre- 
vailing without  doors^  in  relation  to  thofe  Northern 
expeditions  J  might  be  redtified,  and  fuch  precedents 
might  not  remain,  without  the  rcafons  on  which 
they  were  founded  :  Whereas  we  are  now  apprehen- 
five,  that  any  refolutions  on  this  head,  may  lofc 
much  of  their  weight  and  influence,  fhould  they  be 
known  to  have  been  framed  upon  fadls  barely  aflert- 
ed  by  minifters,  without  evidence  of  any  fort  to 
prove  the  truth  of  thofe  fadts. 

5.  Becaufe  one  view  we  had,  in  our  motion  for 
thofe  papers,  was  to  fatisfy  ourfelves  and  others,  that 
the  ah  of  fettlement  had  been  no  way  infringed  by 
thofe  Northern  expeditions,  a  point  of  the  utmoft  con- 
fequence  to  theprefent  eftablifhment,  and  on  which 
therefore  all  our  care  and  circumfpedion  ought  to  be 
employed.  'Tis  the  birth-right  of  the  Peerage,  as  to 
concur  in  the  enading  all  laws,  fo  to  inquire  into 
the  obfervation  of  them  ;  and  the  more  momentous 
the  law  is,  the  more  it  becomes  us  to  confider,  how 
far  it  hath,  or  hath  not  been  violated :  And  the  great 
inducement  to  our  enquiry  into  the  obfervation  of 
thatlaw,wasthejealoufy  entertained  (as  we  conceive) 
on  that  head,  by  many  of  his  majefty's  good  fubjeds, 

obferving 
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obferving,  that  the  war  in  the  North,  ended,  at  lafl: 
m  a  peace,  which  itripped  Sweden  of  all  its  beft  pro- 
vinces, and  confirmed  the  acquifition  of  them  to  the 
leverai  Nortbernpowcrs  concerned,without  any  par- 
ticular advantage,  that  we  hear  of,  ftipulated  in  be- 
haU  ot  Great -Britain,  befides  that  of  a  new  o-uarantee 
for  the  Proteflant  fucceffion.  A  fight  of  the  faid 
treaties,  inilrudtions,  and  orders,might  perhaps  have 
difpelled  th^^t  apprehenfions,  and  therefore  we 
thought  It  our  duty  to  move  for  them,  and  to  exprefs 
our  concern,  thatfuch  a  motion  was  over-rukd  ;  for 
we  cannot  think  the  argument  ufed  to  difcourage  us 
from  infiftjng  on  that  motion,  [That  it  amounted  to 
an  inquiry.  Whether  the  King  had  broke  his  coronation 
oathq  was  confiflent  with  the  freedom  of  Parlia- 
raent,  or  agreeable  to  the  known  rules  of  our  con- 
Ihtution,  which  free  the  crown  from  all  bJame,  and 
luppofe  thofe  only,  who  gave  pernicious  counfels, 
a^ifwerable  for  the  fatal  elTedls  of  them 

TF.  Ebor.  Strafford,  Gower, 

Cowper,  Briftol,  R  Cejlrien. 

"Trevor,  Aylesford,  Aberdeen, 

North  and  Grey,       Guilford,  Foley, 

feflon,  Boyle ^  St.  John  de  Bletfoe, 

Comptony  F.  Roffen.  Montjoy, 

Uxbridge,  Bathurft, 

Bingley^  Scarfdaky 

Then  the  houfe  (according  to  order)  was  adjourn- 
ed during  pleafure,  and  put  into  the  faid  committee  ; 
and  after  fome  time  fpent  therein,  the  houfe  was  re- 
fumed,  and  the  Earl  oi  Clarendon  reported  from  the 
committee.  That  they  had  come  to  two  tefolutions, 
which  he  was  direded  to  report,  when  the  houfe  will 
pleafe  to  receive  the  fame.  Ordered,  That  the  re- 
port be  now  received  :  PlisLordfhip  accordingly 
reported  the  following  refolutions,  viz. 

That 
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That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  committee,  That  the 
employing  great  numbers  of  feamen,  for  feveral 
years  laft  pad,  more  than  were  provided  for  by  Par- 
liament, and  thereby  increafing  the  debt  of  the  na- 
vy, was  occafioned  by  fervices,  which  either  were 
purfuant  to  the  previous  advice,  or  had  the  fubfe- 
quent  approbation  of  one  or  both  houfes  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  which  were  alfo  neceflary  for  the  fafety  of 
the  kingdom,   and  the  tranquility  of  Europe. 

That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  committee,  That  the 
nature  of  the  faid  fervices  neceflarily  requiring  fome 
of  his  Majefty's  fquadrons  to  be  kept  out  the  whole 
year,  and  detaining  others  abroad,  'till  the  months  of 
November  or  December ;  and  it  being  requifite  to  fit 
out  the  faid  fquadrons  in  the  month  of  February^  or 
the  beginning  of  March,  in  order  to  their  failing  ear- 
ly in  the  fpring,  the  paying  them  off  upon  their  re- 
turn was  inconfiflent  with  the  due  performance  of 
thofe  fervices ;  nor  could  the  faving  (if  any)  by  fuch 
payment,  have,  in  any  degree,  made  amends  for  the 
ill  confequences  which  muft  thereby  have ari fen, from 
the  difappointment  to  the  fervice. 

Which  refolutions  were  read  by  the  clerk  :  And 
the  firft  refolution  being  read  a  fecond  time,  the  que- 
ftion  was  put,  Whether  to  agree  with  the  commit- 
tee in  this  refolution  ? 

It  was  refolved  in  the  affirmative. 

Dijfentient, 
i.TJEcaufe  this  refolution  feems  to  clafh  with  the 

Jj  inflrudlion  from  whence  it  fprung,  which  was 
to  confider  the  occafion  of  the  increafe  of  the  navy 
debt,  that  arofe  from  employing  more  men  in  the 
fca  fervice  than  were  provided  for  by  Parliament : 
Whereas,  from  the  refolution,  it  appears  only,  that 
the  fervices  occafioned  the  debtj  not  what  real  occa- 
fion 
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Hon  or  reafon  there  was  for  thofe  fervic^s,  which  yet 
was  the  point  we  fuppofe,  chiefly  in  view,  and  moft 
Worthy  a  Parliamentary  inquiry. 

2.  Becaiife  thofe  fervices  are  in  this  refolution^ 
fappofed  to  be  jaftified  by  the  previous  advice, or  fub- 
fequent  approbation  of  one  or  both  houfes  of  Par- 
liament. Whereas  it  did  not  any  ways  appear  to  us, 
that'  either  houfe  of  Parliament  hadprevioiifly  adr 
vifed,  or  fubfequently  approved  fuch  fervices,  tho' 
the  vouchers  in  that  refpedl  were  often  and  earriellly 
.required  :  Nor  doth  it  appear  to  us,  how  that  alTer- 
tion  is  waranted,  either  by  general  exprefTions  in  votes 
and  addrefles,  or  by  a  (late  of  the  navy  debt  com- 
municated every  year  to  the  Parliament :  and  there- 
fore being  dill  in  the  dark,  as  to  the  evidence 
pointed  ar,  we  could  wifh,  that  the  growth  of  the 
navy  debt  had  been  explained  and  juftified,  by  an  in- 
quiry into  the  ends  and  reafons  for  which  it  was  con- 
traded.  But  this  way  not  being  taken,  nor  being 
poflible  to  be  taken,  till  the  treaties,  inftrudions^ 
an*d  orders  requifice  to  this  purpofe  were  produced, 
we  know  not  in  what  fenfe,  either  thofe  fea  fervices^ 
or  that  great  navy  debt  they  caufed,  may  be  faid  to 
have  been  approved  by  this  or  the  other  houfe  of 
Parliament. 

3.  Becaufe  had  we  been  duly  informed  of  the 
true  motives  upon  which  thefe  fervices  were  under- 
taken, and  thereby  enabled  to  judge  of  their  reafon- 
ablenefs  (as  we  think  we  in  no  degree  were)  yet, 
ftill  we  mufl  be  of  opinion,  that  thofe  confiderationsj 
how  important  foever,  would  not  have  juftified  the 
exceeding  the  number  of  men  afked  of,  and  allowed 
by  Parliament,  which  nothing  but  abfolute  and  un- 
forefeen  neceffity  can  ever  excufe :  Whereas  the  oc- 
cafion  of  thefe  extraordinary  expenceswere  forefeen  ; 
and  the  fleets  were  fent  out  for  many  years  fuccef- 
fively,  fitting  the  Parliament,  without  any  previous 

demands 
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demands  made  of  f  ich  fupplies  as  were  proportion- 
ed to  the  expence  inrended;  and  we  are  farther  of 
opinion ,  that  whenever  fucn  a  debt  is  unavoidably 
incurred,  it  fhould  be  fpeciaii}'  ftated  to  the  Parlia- 
ment, together  with  the  nectfTiry  that  occafioned  it^ 
at  their  next  aflembling,  that  the  excufe  may  be  then 
either  allowed  or  cenfured,  and  the  exceedings  pro- 
vided for  in  time,  inftead  of  being  fuffered  to  run  on 
for  many  years  together,  'till  an  infupportable  debt 
is  contraded,  without  any  other  notice  taken  of  the 
reafons  of  its  growth,  and  the  laying  annually  a  ge- 
neral ftate  of  the  debt  on  the  table  of  the  houfe  of 
Commons.  This  we  conceive  to  have  been  the  cafe  ; 
and  if  it  be,  do  not  err,  we  think,  in  affirming. 
That  had  the  fervices  appeared  to  have  been  neceffa- 
ry,  yet  this  manner  of  increafing  the  debt  would  not 
have  been  wa ranted. 

4.  Neither  can  we  comprehend  how  the  fafety  of 
the  kingdom  depended  upon  thofe  extraordinary  fer- 
vices, fome  of  which  were  performed  in  the  Medi- 
terranean^ others  in  the  Baltic^  againft  powers  not  at 
enmity  with  Great-Britain^  whofe  friendfhip  (itfeems 
to  us)  we  fhould  rather  have  cultivated,  and  whofe 
refentments  we  had,  and  ftill  have  (we  fear)  reafon 
to  apprehend.  We  cannot  but  think  it  the  true  in- 
tereft  of  Great-Britain^  to  intermeddle,  as  little  as 
poflible,  in  the  quarrels  of  Europe^  and  then  by  our 
good  offices  chiefly  without  declaring  any  refolution 
to  fupport  our  mediation  by  force,  or  making  our- 
felves  either  principals  or  parties  in  wars  that  do  not 
immediately  concern  us.  We  look  upon  our  navy 
(the  natural  fecurity  of  our  iiland)  as  too  much  ha- 
zarded, and  fome  chief  branches  of  our  trade,  as 
highly  endangered  by  the  confequences  of  thofe  re- 
mote expeditions :  Nor  are  we  yet  fatisfied,  that  the 
peace  by  us  mediated,  and  concluded  in  the  North 
hath  not  made  the  provifion  of  naval  flores  for  our 
fleet,  more  precarious  than  formerly,  though  on  that 

finglc 
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fingle  article,  the  fafety  of  the  kingdom  may  poffibly 
depend.  Nor  can  we  judge  the  prefent  tranquility 
likely  to  laft,  fince,  after  all  our  expence,  the  late 
JSforthern  peace  has  reduced  SweS.e?i  fo  low,  and  left 
the  Czar  in  pofleflion  of  fuch  provinces,  as  may 
render  him  very  formidable  ;and  what  matters  may 
ftill  remain  unadjufted  in  treaties,  whereby  the  pre- 
fent tranquility  may  foon  be  difturbed,  we  cannot 
determine,  fince  we  have  not  been  indulged  in  our 
defire  of  infpeding  thofe  treaties. 

W.  Ehor,  Strafford^  Scarfdale^ 

Cowper^  Briftol,  Gower, 

^revor^  Aylesford^  Fr.  Ceftrien, 

J^orth  and  Grey^    Guilford^  Aberdeen^ 

Wejlon,  E,  of       Boyle,    E.  of      Foley^ 

Arran^  Orrery^  S.    John    de 

Compton^  Fr.  Roffen,              Bletfoe^ 

^          Uxbridge,  Bathurfi^  Bingley, 

'  The  other  refolution  being  read  a  fecond  time,  the 
queftion  was  put.  Whether  to  agree  with  the  com- 
mittee in  this  relolution  ? 

It  was  refolved  in  the  affirmative. 

-       Diffentient. 

I .  T3  Ecaufe  that  part  of  the  queftion  which  con- 
'  j|3  cerns  fuch  of  his  Majefty's  fhips,  as  are  faid, 
but  not  proved,  to  have  been  neceffarily  kept  out 
the  whole  year,  has  not  the  leaft  relation,  as  we  con- 
ceive, to  any  thing  that  has  yet  been  objeded  to, 
which  was,  the  not  paying  fhips  that  came  home  be- 
fore winter,  and  ought  by  the  ancient  ufage  of  the 
navy  to  have  been  paid  off ;  and  therefore,  we  can- 
not but  think  it  was  very  improperly  made  part  of 
the  queftion. 

2.  Becaufe  it  being  admitted  in  the  queftion,  that 
the  ancient  ufage  of  the  navy  was,    that  all  ftiips, 

when 
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when  they  returned  home  from  their  feveral  voyages, 
fhould  not  be  kept  in  pay  during  the  winter  (as  was 
the  cafe  of  the  Jate  Baltic  fquadrons  for  fome  years 
pad)  and  it  not  having  been  made  appear,  (as  we 
think)  in  a  parliamentary  way,  that  by  any  treaty 
with  Sweden  it  was  neceftiry  to  fend  (hips  fooner  in 
any  year,  than  might  have  been  confiftent  with  the 
faid  ancient  ufage,  we  are  of  opinion,  that  the  refo- 
lution  will  encourage  the  pra6tice  complained  of,  and 
will  greatly  contribute  to  make  fleets  (fo  much  the 
honour  and  fecurity  of  this  kingdom)  too  chargeable 
to  be  fupported, 

3.  Becaufe  we  cannot  but  be  furprized,there  fhould 
be  the  lead  doubt,  as  in  the  queftion,  whether  any 
money  might  have  been  faved  by  paying  off  the 
men,  when  it  appears  by  a  paper  upon  the  table, 
that  feveral  Ihips  companies,  amounting  to  many 
thoufands  of  men,  have  been  kept  in  pay,  during  the 
winter  ;  which  expence,  we  cannot  but  think,  ought 
to  have  been  avoided,  it  appearing  from  other  papers 
and  reprefentations  upon  the  table,  that  by  paying 
the  men  off,  more  than  five  parts  in  fix  of  the  whole 
charge  of  thofe  men,  during  the  winter,  had  been 
faved  to  the  public. 

4.  Becaufe  a  refolution  of  this  houfe,  that  feems 
to  countenance  a  pradlice  of  this  fort,  (at  a  time  when 
every  way  of  getting  money  at  the  expence  of  the 
public,  does  not  feem  to  be  lefs  in  people's  thoughts 
than  formerly)  may  probably  encourage  thofe,  who 
Ihall  have  opportunity  in  future  times,  too  readily  to 
contribute  towards  the  increafe  of  navy  debts,  tho* 
they  are  attended  with  fo  many  ill  confequences,  that 
his  Majefty,  in  a  moft  gracious  fpeech  from  the 
throne,  has  very  lately  been  pleafed  to  fay,  they  do 
not  only  affedb  all  public  credit,  but  greatly  increafe 
the  charge  and  expence  of  the  current  fcrvice,  and 
are,  of  all  others,  the  moft  heavy  and  burthenfome. 

Vol.  VIII.  P  W.Ebor. 
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W.  Ehor.  Strafford^  Scarfdale^ 

Cowper,  Brtftoly  Gower, 

Trevor,  Aylesford,  F,  Ceftrien^ 

l^orth  and  Grey,        Guilfordy  Aberdeen^ 

Weflon,  E.  of  Boyle  E.  of  Foley, 

Arran,  Orrery,  St.  John  de 

Comport,  F,  Roffen.  Bletfoe. 

On  Thurfday  the  ifl  of  February,  the  Lords,  in  a 
grand  Committee,  refumed  the  confideration  of  the 
navy  debt ;  and  the  debate  was  opened  by  the  Earl 
of  Uxbridge*s  moving  that  feme  accounts  and  orders, 
relating  to  the  vidlualJing  when  the  fleets  were  in  the 
Baltic  and  Mediterranean,  might  be  read.  After  the 
reading  of  fome  of  thofe  papers,  his  Lordfhip,  re- 
fuming  his  ipeech,  endeavoured  to  fhew,  *  That  one 

*  occaiion  of  the  increafe  of  the  navy  debt,  was  the 

*  fhips  being  vi6lual Jed  abroad,  by  the  commanders, 

*  and  not  by  the  proper  officers  of  the  Vidualling- 

*  office,  who,  are  cheques  upon  one  another  -,  where- 

*  as  the  other  way  there  might  be  great  abufes,  by 

*  commanders  charging  more  to  the  government 

*  for  the  provifionsjthan  they  really  coft.'  The  Lord 
Torrington,  thinking  himfelf  refledled  upon,  as  he 
"was  commander  in  chief  in  the  Mediterranean,  en- 
deavoured to  juftify  himfelf  from  any  imputation  of 
that  nature,  and  among  other  things  alledged,  «  That 
'  provifions  were  much  dearer  there  than  in  England ; 

*  that  it  was  impoffiblc  to  carry  fuch  quantities  from 

*  hence,  as  would  ferve  for  any  long  time  5  and 

*  therefore  they  are  obliged  to  buy  them  there  at  any 
'  rate.*  His  Lordfhip  was  fupported  by  the  Lord 
Vilcount  Townjhend,  and  the  Earl  of  May  ;  and  tho* 
the  Earl  Cowper,  the  Lord  Bathurft,  the  Earl  of 
Strafford,  and  the  Earl  Coningsby,  back*d  the  Earl  of 
Uxbridge,  yetthequeftion  was  put,  That  the  vi^fuaU 
ling  his  Majeftfsjhips  by  any  other, than  the  vi^uallers 
appointed  for  that  fervice,  or  their  ageytts,  is  contrary 
to  the  CQurfe  of  the  navy, and  by  taking  away  the  proper 

cheques^ 
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cheques^  is  one  great  caufe  of  contraBing  fo  large  a 
navy  debt  ?  but  it  was  refolv^d  in  the  negative,  with- 
out dividing  :  Several  Lords  entered  the  following 
proteft. 

Diffentient , 
I.  T3  Ecaufe  it  being,  unqueflionably,  the  ancient 
XJ  courfe  of  the  navy  to  visual  all  his  Majef* 
ty's  fhips,  above  fixth  rates,  by  the  commifTioners  of 
the  vidualling  or  their  agents,  unlefs  in  cafe  of  ne- 
cefTity,  and  it  appearing  to  us,  by  a  paper  returned 
before  this  houfe,  from  the  Vi6lualling-ofEce,  that 
many  fhips,  and  fquadrons  of  fhips,  have  been  of  late 
years  vidualled  by  the  commanders,  very  few  of  which 
were  fo  vidlualled  by  any  order  •,  and  among  thofe 
many  inftances,  a  few  only  were  excufed,  becaufe  of 
there  being  no  agents  for  the  Vidtualling-office,  nor 
any  flores  in  the  places  where  the  fhips  then  were  ; 
We  think  it  reafonable  to  conclude,  that  all  the  feve- 
ral  viduallings  in  the  faid  paper  contained  being 
much  the  greater  number,  which  were  neither  excufed 
therein,  nor  faid  to  be  ordered,  were  fo  provided 
without  any  order  or  excufe  whatfoever,  and,  confe- 
quently,  were  a  needlefs  breach  of  the  faid  good 
courfe  of  the  navy  •,  and  by  taking  away  the  proper 
chccque  made  to  fave  the  public  money,  mufl,  in 
our  opinion,  neceffarily  have  been  one  of  the  occa- 
fionsof  the  increafe  of  the  navy  debt. 

II.  We  cannot  butobferve,  that  if  the  faid  excufe 
had  (in  the  paper  above-mentioned)  been  applied  to 
all  the  feveral  inftances  there,  of  vidualling,in  a  man- 
ner, contrary  to  the  courfe  of  the  navy,  yet  it  had 
been  infufficient,  fmce  it  is  not  alledged,  that  agents 
for  the  victualling,  and  flores,  might  not  have  been 
timely  had  in  the  place  were  the  fhips  were  victu- 
alled, if  due  notice  had  been  given  to  the  commif- 
fioners  of  the  victualling,  and  proper  precautions  and 
endeavours  had  been  uled  to  that  end. 

r  2  iiL 
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III.  We  cannot  but  think,  that  carrying  this 
queftion  in  the  negative,  will  undoubtedly,encouragc 
this  breach  of  the  courfe  of  the  navy, as  it  is  acknow- 
ledged to  be,  and  in  confequencc,  put  into  the 
power  of  every  admiral,  or  commander  in  chief  of 
any  fquadron,  and  every  commander  of  a  particular 
ihip,  not  only  to  furnifh  fuch  provifions  both  in  quan- 
tity and  quality,  as  they  fliall  think  fit,  but  by  let- 
ting the  men  go  on  fhore,  when  in  port,  on  pretence 
of  fupplying  provifions,  leave  a  charge  on  the  pub- 
lic for  want  of  the  proper  cheque,  tho'  to  the  detri- 
ment of  the  fea-fervice 

IV.  Becaufe  by  this  leave  given  to  the  commanders, 
on  the  head  of  the  vidualling,  they  have  it  in  their 
power  (through  the  want  of  the  faid  true  and  ancient 
cheque)  to  bring  a  very  great  charge  upon  the  head 
of  wages  which  mufl  undoubtedly,  as  we  apprehend, 
occafion  a  great  wafte  of  the  public  Treafure,  and 
confequently  an  increafe  of  the  navy  debt. 

V.  Becaufe  we  think,  that  to  fuppofe  the  com- 
mander of  any  fquadron  or  fliip,  will  not,  when  it  is 
fo  entirely  in  his  power,  do  what  fhall  be  for  his  in- 
tereft,  is  to  believe  him  lefs  inclined  to  his  interefl, 
than  the  generality  of  his  fellow  fubjedson  fhore. 

V.  Becaufe,  we  believe,  this  houfe  will  not  dif- 
courage  taking  away  proper  cheques,  'till  proof  had, 
(as  urged  in  the  debatej  of  what  had  been  got  by  in- 
dividuals, for  want  of  thofe  cheques  j  the  delay  and 
difficulties  attending  fuch  an  inquiry,  will,  probably, 
hinder  any  difcouragement  being  given  of  fuch  prac- 
tices, which  are  allowed  to  be  contrary  to  the  ftand- 
ing  inflru(5lions  to  the  commifTiouers  of  the  vi(51:ual- 
ling,  and  to  the  commanders  of  his  Majcfty's  fhips. 

TV.  Ehr. 
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TV.  Ebor,  Scarfdale^  Strafford^ 

Litchjidd,  Briftol^  Guilford, 

North  and  Grey,   Boyle^  St,  J,  de  Bletfoe, 

Trevorj  Aylesford,  Craven,' 

ComptoHy  Uxhridge,  Cowper. 

Bingley^  Bathurfi, 

The  3d  of  Fehruary  had  been  appointed  by  the  ^«^af«  ^n 
Lords  to  confider  of  the  building  fhips  for  foreign-  Lo^Hw 
ers  5  but    the    Lord   Chancellor  not    coming  'till  *^,^  ^°^^ 
their  Lordfhips    had    waited    above    two   hours,  beinglbfent! 
the  Earl  Cowper  moved,  that  in  order  to  go  upon 
the  bufinefs  of  the  day,  they  fhould  proceed  to  the 
choice  of  a  Speaker  pro  interim  ;    and   feveral  no- 
ble Lords  were  named,  particularly  the  Dukes   of 
Somerfet  and  Kingfton :  But  thefe  going  out  of  the 
houfe  to  avoid  it,  the   Lord  Lechmere  was  named 
next,  and  like  to  be  chofen.     While  this  matter  was 
debating,  the  Lord  Chancellor  came   in,    and,    to 
excufe  himfelf,  faid.  He  had  been  attending  the  ca- 
hinet  council  at  St,  James'j,  and  that  they  were  but 
juft  up:  Several  Lords  would   not  admit   of  that 
excufe,  and   fuggefted,'  That  the   houfe  of  Peers, 

*  being  the  greateft  council    in  the    kingdom,    to 

*  which  all    other    councils    ought  to    give  way, 

*  ought  not  to  be  made  to  wait  on  any  account  *,' 
and  therefore  moved,  that,  in  order  to  fhew 
their  refentment,  the  houfe  Ihould  adjourn  to  the 
Monday  following ;  but  the  queftion  being  put 
thereupon,  it  was  carried  in  the  negative,  by  forty 
nine  voices  againft  thirty  one.  tiereupon  two 
and  twenty  Peers  entered  the  following  proteft. 


P  3  Dk 
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Die  Sahbati,  3  Fehruarii,  lyiu 

A  motion  was  made  to  adjourn.      The  queftion 
was  put,  whether  this  houfe  fhall  be  now  adjourn- 
ed 'till  Monday  morning  next,  eleven  o'  clock. 
It  was  refolved  in  the  negative. 

Content  31, 
Not  Content  49. 

Biffentient, 
I.  T3  Ecaufe  the  houfe  (landing  adjourned  to  this 
XJ  day  at  eleven  o'  clock,  and  a  great  num- 
ber of  Lords  being  met,  and  expeiSling  the  com- 
ing of  their  Speaker  till  near  three  o'  clock ;  they 
feemed  to  us  generally  to  refent  this  ufage,  and 
without  any  difient,  as  we  could  perceive,  proceed- 
ed, according  to  the  (landing  order  of  the  houfe, 
towards  chufing  a  Speaker;  but  meeting  with  feme 
difficulties  as  to  the  perfons  nominated,  the  Lord 
Chancellor  came,  before  any  choice  was  made,  and, 
as  foon  as  the  houfe  was  fat,  the  Lord  Chancellor 
alledged,  as  the  reafon  of  his  long  abfence,  that 
he  had  been  fummoned  to  attend  his  Majefty  at 
St.  James*s^  where  the  bufinefs  had  lailed  much 
longer  than  was  expeded,  which  excufe,  tho*  it 
might  in  great  meafure,  free  the  Lord  Chancel- 
lor from  the  imputation  of  wilful  negle6l  of  duty, 
"yet  feems,  to  us,  in  no  degree  to  juftify  the  in- 
dignity, which  we  think  was,  upon  the  whole 
matter,  done  to  the  houfe,  which  is  undoubtedly 
the  greateft  council  in  the  kingdom,  to  which  all 
other  councils  ought  to  give  way,  and  not  that  to 
any  other ;  *  and  therefore  the  bufinefs  of  any 
other  council  ought  not  to  have  detained  the  Speak- 
er of  this  houfe,  after  the  hour  appointed  for  its 

*  Here  is  a  variotts  reading^  viz.  u^Jier  the  mords  and  not  that  to  any 
other,  thnsy  efpecially  to  a  council  the  law  and  conftitution  know  net, 
aud  therefore  the  bufinefs  of  that  council,  of  all  others,  ttt^h  not^  &c. 

meetings 
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meeting ;  and  during  the  time  of  the  day,  the 
houfe  has  ufualJy,  of  late,  fpent  in  bufinefs  i  and 
therefore,  we  thought,  the  lead  refentment  the  houfe 
could  fhew,  on  this  occafion,  to  prevent  its  being 
ufed  fo  for  the  future,  was  to  adjourn  without  enter- 
ing on  any  bufinefs,  and  this  the  rather,  becaufe  we 
forefaw  it  could  not  obftrudtany  public  affairs,  fince 
the  time  was  fo  far  fpent  as  that  no  bufinefs  of  con- 
fequence  could  have  been  gone  thro%  with  effedb, 
tho'  entered  upon. 

II.  As  we  may  venture  to  fay,  that  the  dignity 
of  this  houfe  has  not  been,  of  late  years,  increas- 
ed, foweare  unwilling,  that  any  thing  we  con- 
ceive to  be  a  grofs  negled  of  it,  fhould  pafs  with- 
out fome  note  on  our  records,  that  we  were  fenfible 
of  fuch  negledl,  and  did  not  approve  it,  which,  we 
thought,  would  have  been,  in  fome  meafure,  at- 
tained by  an  immediate  adjournment.  Nor  was 
any  other  method  propofed,  and  fince  that  could 
not  be  effeded,  we  enter  this  diflent  with  our  rfia- 
fons,  that  it  may  appear  to  pofterity,  we  were  zea- 
lous to  withftand,  in  the  manner  propofed,  the  far- 
ther progrefs  of  a  pradlice  fo  injurious,  as  we  con- 
ceive, to  the  honour  and  authority  of  this  fu- 
$retne  council. 

North  and  Grey^ 

Comptony 

Bingleyy 

Briftol, 

Bathurft^ 

Maynardy 

F.  CeflrienSf 

Craven^ 

St.JobndeBletfoe. 

The  Lords  having  fpent  three  or  four  fittings 
on  the  bills  fent  up  to  them  by  the  Commons, 

P  4  their 


Somerfety 

Orrery^ 

W.  Ebor. 

AJhhurnham^ 

Uxhridge^ 

Aberdeen, 

Montjoy^  Vic. 

Osborne, 

Windjor, 

Strafford, 

Wefton^  E.  of 

Guilford, 

Arran^ 

Foley^ 

Litchfield, 

Cowper, 

Boyle  J  Earl  of 

Scar/dale, 
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their  Lordfhips,  on  Saturday  the  loth  of  Fehruary^ 
confidered  in  a   grand   Committee,  the  Bill  to  en- 
able his  Majefty  to  reftrain  any  of  his   fuhje^ls  froin 
tuilding  Jhips  for  foreigners.     Hereupon  the   Lord 
Debate  a-   ^^r^02/r;  propofed,  that  a  claufe  might   be  added, 
*'°"rft^^n^  for  excepting  fhips  that  carried  not  above  20  guns 
the  building  and  36  men:    He  was  feconded  by   the  Duke   of 
ford'ner?'  ^^^^^'    ^^^  fuppotted  by  the  Lord   Carteret,,   the 
Lord  Carleton,,  the  Lord  Vifcount  ^owfjjhend^  and 
the  Earl  of  Scarhcrcugh  j  but   being  oppofed   by 
the  Earls   Cowper  and    Strafford^    the  debate   was 
adjourned  to  the  14th  of  that  month. 

That  day  the  Lords  went  again,  in  a  grand 
Committee,  upon  the  faid  bill,  and  the  Earl  Cow" 
per  moved,  That  in  the  firfl  claufe  thefe  words 
might  be  added,  'viz.  Ships  of  400  tuns  and  up^ 
wards^  and  30  men  \  but  this  being  ftrenuoufly  op- 
pofed by  the  Lord  TownJJjendy  fupported  by  the 
-whole  weight  of  the  court  party,  after  a  long  de- 
bate, the  faid  addition  was  rejeded,  without  di- 
viJing;  and  the  farther  confideration  of  that  bill 
was  adjourned  to  the  Tuefday  following,  (Feh.  20.) 
when  it  was  likewife  refoived  to  confider  the  ftate 
of  the  debts  of  the  nation. 

The  day  before  {February  13.)  the  Lords  read 
a  fecond  time  the  hill  (commonly  known  by  the 
name  of  Mr.  Hutchefons  bill)  for  the  better  fe- 
curing  the  freedom  of  elections  of  members  to  ferve 
for  the  comjnons  in  parliament ;  and  for  the  bet^ 
ter  afcertaining  their  qualification  as  to  their  ef- 
iates.  The  lord  Chancellor  having,  as  ufual, 
defired  to  know  the  pleafure  of  the  houfe,  whe- 
?*^fl''  I'n  ^her   the    faid    bill     be  committed  ;  the    Earl    of 

boutthe  bill  7      7         7      n  j  ^  ^  ^  n 

forfecuring  SunderUnd  itood  up,  and  endeavoured  to  Ihew, 
If'eSm  '  ^^^  impoffibility  of  feveral  claufes  in  that  bill 
'  being  put  in  execution,  without  expofing  the 
*  moft  innocent  perfons  to  the  guilt  of  perjury :' 
He  was  anfwered  by  the  Lord  ISlorth  and  Grey^ 
who  was  feconded  and  backed  by  the  Lord  ^revor^ 

the 
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the  Bifhop  of  Rochefier^    and  the  Earl   of  Straf- 
ford :    But  the  Earl  of  Sunderland  replied  to  them, 
and  being  fupported   by  the  Lord  ^ownffjend^  and 
the  Duke  of  Argyle^  who  fpoke   feveral  times,    the 
queftion   for  committing  the  bill  being   put,  was  ThebiUre- 
carried  in  the  negative  by  48  voices  againfl   30.  j^aed. 
Then  another  motion   was  made,  and  the  queflion 
put,  that  the  faid  bill  be  rejed:ed,  which  was  car- 
ried  in   the  affirmative  by  the  fame  majority  ofg 
votes,     viz,   48    againft   30.      Hereupon  feveral  LoTspre- 
Lords  entered  the  following  proteft,  viz,  ^^^  ^s^inft 

Die  Mar  lis  ^  13  Fehruarii^  1 721. 

Hodie  1^  vice  leEla  eji  hilla^  An  afl  for  the  bet- 
ter fecuring  the  freedom  of  eledlionsof  members 
to  ferve  for  the  Commons  in  Parliament. 

And  a  motion  being  made,  that  the  faid  bill  be 
committed,  and  the  fame  being  objefled  to,  af- 
ter debate,  the  queflion  was  put,  WhetJoer  the  faid 
hill  fhall  he  co7nmitted?  It  was  refolved  in  the  ne- 
gative. Then  the  queftion  was  put.  Whether  the 
faid  bill  fhall  he  rejected  ? 

It  was  refolved  in  the  affirmative. 

Diffentient.  Somerfet, 
I.  13  Ecaufe  the  methods  of  corruption,  made 
iJ  ufe  of  in  eleflions,  and  now  grown  to  an 
height  beyond  the  example  of  preceding  times, 
are,  of  all  others,  the  greateft  blemifh  to  our  con- 
flitution,  and  muft,  if  not  remedied,  prove  fatal 
to  it,  and  did  therefore  chiefly  deferve  (as  they 
can  only  admit  of)  a  parliamentary  cure. 

II.  Becaufe  the  Commons,  who  are  befl  quali* 
fied  to  judge  of  the  growth  of  this  evil,  and  to 
point  out  proper  remedies  for  it,  having  fent  up  a 
bill,  complaining  of  the  one,  and  defiring  our 
^ffiftance  in  the  other  j  it  was  not,    we  apprehend, 

fuitable 
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fuitable  to  the  dignity  and  wifdom  of  this  houfe, 
to  rejedb  fuch  a  bill  without  entering  into  a  free 
difcuflion  of  the  particulars  of  which  it  confided, 
and  thereby  to  give  an  handle  for  refledlions  with- 
oot  doors,  as  if  he  had  (hewn  a  lefs  degree  of  zeal 
againft  the  corruption  complained  of,  than  thofc 
from  whofe  eJedlions  they  fprung  :  Our  opinion  is, 
that  we  fhould  rather  have  taken  this  favourable  op- 
portunity of  joining  our  endeavours,  with  theirs, 
towards  the  cure  of  this  evil,  than  have  made 
ourfclves  liable  to  objedlions,  forrefufing  to  attempt 
it,  even  after  fuch  an  encouraging  flep  taken  by  the 
houfe  of  Commons, 

IIL  Becaufe  a  law  agalnfl  corruption,  tho*  al- 
ways defirable,  is  yet  particularly  feafonable  and 
FjecefTary,  at  fuch  a  jundure  as  this,  when  new 
elections  of  members  are  coming  on,  and  the 
Parliament  for  which  they  lliall,  by  what  method 
Ibever,  be  chofen,  may  continue  for  feven  years. 
And  we  think  the  Lords  are  the  more  concerned 
to  obviate  the  ill  confequences  of  fuch  a  choice, 
becaufe  the  feptennial  a5f,  which  made  fo  remark^ 
able  a  change  in  our  conftitution,  had  its  rife  from 
this  houfe* 

IV.  Becaufe  we  are  perfuaded,  that  by  the  ter- 
ror of  the  penalties  contained  in  this  bill,  which 
were  to  have  operated  foon  after  it  palled  into 
a  law,  a  mighty  cheque  would  have  been  given  to 
the  growth  of  corruption,  tho'  it  fhould  not  have 
httn  abfolutely  cured.  And  we  are  confirmed  in 
this  opinion,  by  what  we  have  heard,  and  believe, 
tliat  while  the  bill  was  depending  in  Parliament, 
iind  the  fate  of  it  unknown,  the  infamous  practi- 
ces at  which  it  was  levelled,  were,  in  fome  mea- 
fure,  fufpended  ;  and  fhould  a  farther  flop  have 
been  put  to  corruption  and  bribery,  at  the  ap- 
proaching eledions,  by  the  paffing  this  bill,   fuch 

a  degree 
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a  degree  of  fuccefs,  might  have  given  the  legifla- 
ture  hopes  of  intirely  fuppreffirfg  it, 

V.  Becaufe,  fuppofing  this  bill  to  have  been  de« 
fedive  in  fome  refpeds,  and  not  well  adjufted  in 
others,  to  the  end  defigned  (a  fiippofition  made 
but  not  admitted  by  us  J  yet  the  true  way  of  fup- 
plying  thefe  defedts,  and  making  all  proper  alte- 
rations, would  have  been  by  committing  the  bill, 
and  not  by  rejeding  it.  In  other  cafes,  where  a 
bill  of  public  concern  is  laid  afide  by  the  houfe, 
they  can  eafily  make  amends  for  that  lofs,  by  bring- 
ing in  a  new  one,  which  may  more  eftedually  an- 
fwer  the  good  ends  propofed  •,  whereas,  in  this 
cafe,  neither  is  their  time  fufficient  for  repeating 
the  attempt,  or  can  any  bill  of  this  kind  be  ever 
begun  in  this  houfe,  with  any  reafonable  profpedb 
of  fuccefs. 

VI.  Becaufe  the  intention  of  many  chief  claufcs 
in  the  bill,  is  to  provide  for  the  more  effedual 
execution  of  laws  already  made  to  fecure  the  free- 
dom of  eledlions,  but  hitherto  evaded  for  want 
of  fuch  provifions.  And  we  know  not  that  any  ar- 
gument hath  been,  or  can  be  ufed  againft  pafling 
fuch  parts  of  this  bill  into  a  law,  but  what  may, 
with  equal  or  greater  ftrength,  be  urged  for  re- 
pealing thofe  laws,  which  yet  are  held  facred  and 
inviolable. 

VII.  Becaufe  feveral  oaths  are,  by  laws  now  in 
being,  required  to  qualify  eledors,  and  the  oaths 
enjoined  by  this  bill,  are  intended  only  to  ftrength- 
en  the  obligations,  under  which  fuch  eleclors  do, 
by  the  known  rules  of  our  conftitution,  already 
lie:  Nor  are  thefe  oaths  attended  with  any  new 
hardfliip  or  difficulty,  fince  they  relate  only  to 
plain  matters  of  fact,  which  are  certainly  known 
by  the  electors   themfelves :  And  which  they  will 

be 
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be  ready  to  atteft  with  all  folemnity,  if  they  are 
confcious  of  their  own  innocency,  in  point  of  cor- 
ruption :  And  if  they  are  not,  legal  punifhment 
of  perjury,  to  which  they  are  fubjedted,  is  light, 
in  comparifon  of  the  heinous  nature  of  their  of- 
fence, and  the  mifchievous  confequences  of  it. 

VIII.  Becaufe  that  part  of  the  bill  which  forbids 
IfTuing  of  public  money  towards  the  influencing 
eIe(5lion%  relates  to  a  method  of  corruption,  which, 
of  all  others,  ought,  the  moft  carefully,  to  be 
guarded  againfl,  and  yet  was  admitted,  in  the  de- 
bate to  have  been  frequently  pradlifed.  And 
therefore  we  cannot  but  wifh,  that  this  bill  had 
paired  into  a  law  for  the  fake  of  that  claufe,  which 
would  have  hindered  what  was  given  for  the  fecu- 
rity  of  the  fubjedls  rights,  and  the  fafety  of  the 
kingdom,  from   being  ever  employed   to  the   de- 

^  ilrudion  of  both.     An  example  of  this,  fet   by 

men  in  high  offices  and  ftations,  cannot  fail  of 
fpreading  its  influence,  through  all  ranks  and  or- 
ders of  men,  and  procuring  impunity  and  applaufe 
for  fuch  praftices,  as  all  true  lovers  of  their  coun- 
try muft  wifh,  might  be  univerfally  detefted  and 
puniflied. 

IX.  Becaufe  we  cannot  underftand  how  the  ob-^ 
jedion  made  to  this  bill,  [That  it  removes  founda- 
tions^ can,  with  any  colour  of  reafon,  be  fupport- 
ed.  On  the  contrary,  we  think  that  the  whole 
defign  of  ir^  is  to  recover  our  old  conftitution, 
and  re- fettle  it  on  thofe  firm  foundations,  from 
which  it  has  been  removed  ever  fince  bribery  has 
been  made  an  ufual  inlet  to  Parliament ;  and  that 
dangerous  trafiic  has  been  carried  on  between  the 
eledlors  and  the  ele6led,  which  has  undermined 
the  virtuous  principles,  and  may  prove  fatal  to 
the  liberties,  of  the  free  people  of  this  realm. 

X.  Becaufe 
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X.  Becaufe  another  argument  inlifted  on,  in  pre- 
judice of  the  bill,  ^ihat  it  would  give  the  Houfe  of 
Commons  a  greater  latitude  in  deciding  difputed 
flexions]  feems  to  us  to  be  equally  groundlefs,  for 
the  penalties  intended  to  be  enaded  by  this  bill, 
are  to  take  place  only  upon  profecutions  in  the  or- 
dinary courts  of  juftice,  and  cannot  come  under  the 
cognizance,  or  be  inflifted  by  the  authority  of  the 
Houfe  of  Commons,  nor  can  the  courts  below  be 
chequed  in  their  proceedings  on  this  head,  by  the 
determinations  of  that  Houfe,  with  which  the  me- 
thods of  punifhing  corruption,  prefcribed  by  this 
ad:,  do  not  in  the  lead  interfere :  What  therefore 
was  alledged  in  the  debate,  can  by  no  means  be 
allowed,  that  while  the  Commons  are  the  fole  Judges 
of  elections,  it  is  in  vain  to  think  of  reftraining  the 
corruption  of  eledlors,  finee  the  methods  here  pre- 
fcribed, are  fuch,  as  either  operate  on  the  confcience, 
or  will  in  the  common  courfeof  law,  execute  them- 
felves,  and  though  they  may  be  forwarded,  yet  can- 
not be  fruft rated  by  the  intervention  of  an  Houfe  of 
Commons. 

XL  Becaufe  as  the  pafiing  this  bill,  would  have 
been  attended  with  no  inconveniencies  to  the  pub- 
lic, fo  great  mifchiefs  may,  we  apprehend,  enfue 
upon  the  rejeding  it :  The  honour  of  this  Houfe 
may  fufFer  on  that  account,  and  corruption  of  all 
forts,  will,  we  fear,  receive  new  life  and  encou- 
ragement, it  being  a  matter  of  daily,  and  certain 
obfervation ;  that  whenever  a  bill  is  brought  into 
Parliament  to  redrefs  any  great  diforders  in  the 
State,  any  difcountenance  given  to  fuch  a  bill,  will 
always  countenance  and  increafe  fuch  diforders^ 
and  make  them  lefs  capable  of  remedy  in  fuc* 
ceeding  times,  efpecially  when  it  fhall  be  affirmed 
in  the  debate,  that  all  bills  of  this  kind,  do  more 
mifchief  than  good ;  which  way  of  reafoning, 
Hiould  it  prevail,    would  effedually  prevent  all 

future 
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future  attempts  towards  curing  this  great  evil,  and 
preferving  the  conftitution  of  Parliaments. 


Strafford, 

Scarfidak, 

Tadcafler  (E.  of 

North  and  Grey^ 

Briftol, 

I'hofnond,) 

Litchfield^ 

Craven, 

Mont  joy,      (V. 

Maynard^ 

F.  Ceftrien^ 

Wtndfor,) 

Uxbridge, 

Aylesford^ 

Boyle,    (E-    of 

W^pn,  (E.  of 

Com-ptony 

Orrery^ 

Arrariy) 

Trevor, 

Majham, 

Foley, 

F.  Roffen, 

Bingley, 

Bathurfi^ 

Salisbury, 

Aberdeen, 

Kent, 

Guilford^ 

On  the  19th  o^  February^  there  was  a  great  de- 
bate in  the  houCe  of  Lords,  about  the  protejl  which 
feveral  Lords  had  figned^  upon  the  bill,  to  pre- 
vent corruption  in  eleUions,  being  rejected  ;  the  oc- 
cafion  of  which  debate  was  this :  While  that  bill 
was  under  confideration  in  the  houfe  of  Lords, 
the  Earl  of  Sunderland  fuggefted,    '  That  it  had 

*  been  a  common  thing,    in  former    reigns,    for 

*  money  to  be  ilTued  out  of  the  Treafury    and  even 

*  remitted  from  France^  for  promoting   the  elec- 

*  tion  of  fuch   perfons   as  were  in   the  court  in- 

*  tereft.*  This  fuggeftion  fome  Lords  laid  hold 
on,  and  therefore  in  their  eighth  reafon  for  their 
frotefi  inferred  thefe  expreflions,  That  the  iffuing 
of  public  money  towards  the  influencing  ele5fions^  re- 
lated to  a  method  of  corruption,  which,  of  all  others^ 
mght,  the  moft  carefully,  to  he  guarded  againft^ 
and  yet  was  ad?7iitted,  in  the  debate  to  have  been 
frequently  pra5fifed,  &c.  Hereupon  the  Earl  of 
Sunderland  took  from  thence  occafion  to  reprefent 

The  Earl  of  to  ^he  Houfe,  '  That  cvcry  member  of  that  illu- 
'  ftrious  affembly,  had,  indeed,  a  right  to  diflent 
'  from,  and  proteft  againft  any  bill  depending,  or 
'  any  refolution  taken  in  the  houfe  ;    but  that  it 

*  was  an  intolerable  abufe  to  wreft    any   man's 

*  words. 


Sunder- 
land's 
fpeech  a- 
bout  the 
abufe  of 
fratefii. 
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^  words,   and  put  falfe  conflru<5tions  upon   them, 

*  as  had  been  done  in  an  inftance  relating  to  him- 

*  felf.    That  he   durft  appeal  to  any  Lord   in   the 

*  houfe  that  was  not  a  protefter,  whether,  in  the 
'  debate  about  the  bill  above-mentioned,  he  iaid^ 

*  or  intimated,    that  the  ilTuing  public  money  for 

*  ele<5lions   had    ever   been     pradlifed     in     This 

*  Reign  :    For  what  he   meant  was  only  in  King 

*  Charles's  and  King  Jafnes^  time.      His  Lcrd- 

*  Ihip  added,  that  the  bufinefs  of  Protests  was 

*  managed    now  after  another-guefs  manner  than 

*  formerly  :  For,  at  prefent  it  was  grown  cufto- 
'  mary  to  protefl  even  againft  bills  that  were  paf~ 

*  fed  into  a  law  ;    and  to  get  them  printed,    and 

*  handed  about  in  coffee-houfes,  and  fent  all  over 

*  the  kingdom  to  inflame  the  minds  of  the  peo- 
^  pie,  againft  thQ  adminiftration  ;  and  thercfc»-e 
<  he  thought  it  high  time,  to  have  the  method 
«  of  protefting  regulated. '  This  fpeech  was  an- 
fwered  by  the  Earl  Cowper,  who  was  backed  by 
the  Lord  "North  and  Grey^  Lord  Bifhop  of  Roche- 
lier^  Lord  Bathnrft^  Earl  of  Strafford^  and  Earl 
of  Aylesford:  But  they  were  replied  to,  by  the 
Earl  of  Sunderlandy  Duke  of  Wharton^  Lord  Vif- 
count  'Townfoendy  Duke  of  Argyll^  Lord  Carteret^ 
Lord  Harcourt^  and  the  Duke  o^  Newcajile^  which 
laft   moved  for  the  queftion,   viz.   ^  Whether  the 

*  intire   entry  of  the  reafons  for  the  faid  protefta- 

*  tion  on  the  13th  inftant,  Ihall  be  expunged? 
It  was  refolved  in  the  affirmative. 

Content  5^. 
Koc  Content  2a. 

Dijfentient. 
I.  T3  Ecaufe  we  are  of  opinion,  that  the  reafons 
Xj  expunged,  were  both  as  to  the  matter  and 
form  of  them,  agreeable  to  precedents  in  former 
Parliaments,  ftill  remaining  on  the  journals  un- 
cenfured  by  the  houfe. 

IL  Be- 
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II.  Becaufe  we  were  very  defirous,  that  the  argu- 
ments contained  in  thofe  reafons  againft  bribery  and 
corruption  in  eledlions ;  and  our  zeal  for  obtaining 
fuch  remedies  as  were  propofed  by  the  Commons 
themfelves,  might  appear  to  pollerity,  as  fully  and 
particularly  aspofTible. 

III.  Becaufe  as  the  pradice  of  expunging  reafons 
is  not  ancient,  fo  the  method  taken  upon  this  occa- 
fion  of  expunging  many  reafons,  of  various  kinds, 
by  one  general  queftion,  is,  we  conceive,  unreafon- 
able  in  itfelf,  and  is  countenanced  but  by  one  prece- 
dent on  our  books. 


W.  Ehor. 

Cowper, 

Maynard^ 

AJhhurnham^ 

Compton^ 

Uxhridgey 

Strafford^ 

Aylesford^ 


Wefton,  (E.  of 

Arran,) 
F.  Rofferiy 

Montjoy\  (V. 
Windfor.) 
BriftoU 

North  and  Grey, 
Guilford^ 


Foley^ 
Bingley^ 
Litcbfieldy 
F.  Ceftrien, 
Boyle,   E.  of 

Orrery,) 
Bathurfly 
Aberdeen. 


Die  LuncB  19  Februarii,  1721. 
The  order  of  the  day  for  the  houfe  to  be  in  a 
Committee  again,  to  take  into  farther  confide- 
ration  the  caufes  of  contrad:ing  fo  large  a  navy 
debt,  being  read,  a  motion  was  made,  that  the 
houfe  be  put  into  the  faid  Committee,  on  this  day 
three  weeks.  After  debate,  the  queftion  was  put, 
that  the  houfe  be  put  into  a  Committee  again,  to 
take  into  farther  confideration,  the  caufes  of  con- 
trading  fo  large  a  navy  debt,  on  this  day  three 
weeks  ? 

It  was  refolved  in  the  affirmative. 


Btjfeniient. 
I.  "D  Ecaufe  the  putting  off  the  farther  confide- 
X3  ration  of  the  caufes  of  the  navy  debt,  to  fo 

diftant 
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diftant  a  day,  after  fo  long  an  adjournment  of  the 
fame  matter  already  had,  is,  as  we  conceive,  not 
only  a  difcoun:gement  and  delay,  but  as  the  feflion 
may  happen  to  end,  will  totally  prevent  (at  leaft 
during  this  fefilon)  that  inquiry,  which,  as  we  ap- 
prehend, would  greatly  huve  tended  to  the  public 
good,  in  hindering  fo  large  a  navy  debt  from  being 
con  traded  for  the  future. 


II.  Although  the  faid  inquiry  hath  been  a  great 
while  depending,  yet,  a  very  few  days  only,  it 
appears  by  the  journal,  have  been  allowed  for  it, 
and  one  of  thofe  was  employed  in  reviewing  two 
queflions,  which  were  at  firfr  kept  from  being  put 
by  previous  queflions,  and  therefore  we  conceive 
a  few  days  more  ought  not  to  have  been  denied, 
for  the  looking  into  a  matter  of  fo  very  great  im- 
portance to  the  public. 

III.  We  apprehend,  that  all  matters  properly 
brought  before  either  houfe  of  Parliament,  efpe- 
cially  inquiries  into  mifmanagements  of  the  public 
bufmefs,  ought,  if  the  time  will  allow  it,  to  be 
freely  and  fully  difcuffed,  and  determined  one  way 
or  other,  and  ought  not  to  be  kept  off  from  com- 
ing to  any  determination,  by  one  long  adjourn- 
ment after  another,  till  the  feiTion  be  ended. 

IV.  Becaufe  it  was  alledged.  in  the  debate,  as  a 
reafon  againft  fo  long  an  adjournment,  that  the 
fubjedl  matter  of  the  inquiry  was  not  near  exhauft- 
ed,  that  the  points  already  confidered  and  deter- 
mined, had  no  relation  to  thofe  propofed  to  be 
confidered  in  the  farther  inquiry,  and  confequent- 
iy  the  determination  of  the  former,  could  in  no 
degree  prejudice  the  latter,  or  iriake  the  going 
upon  them    needlefs  or   improper,    and  to  evin'X 

Vol.  VIII.  Q^  this. 
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this,   feveral   of  the  particulars  defigned  to  have 
been  proceeded  upon,  were  fpecified,  as 

That  it  appeared  by  extradts  of  feveral  letters 
on  the  table,  efpecially  by  a  letter  from  the  navy 
board,  dated  13  Feb.  1701,  that  the  pradtice  of 
turning  over  companies,  or  part  of  companies, 
from  one  fhip  to  another,  without  their  officers, 
was  a  charge  to  the  crown,  by  confounding  ac- 
^  counts  and  otherwife,  as  well  as  difguftful  to  the 
feamen. 

That  by  other  papers  before  the  houfe,  it  ap- 
peared, that  feveral  fquadrons  have  gone  out  of 
late,  without  mufter-niafters,  whofe  office  and  du- 
ty it  is  to  detedt  frauds  in  pay,  and  on  the  head 
of  vidlualling. 

That  in  the  year  1720,  2201  men  were  employ- 
ed in  the  yards,  more  than  in  the  year  1714, 
and  2627  men  more  than  in  the  year  1698  •,  and 
that  the  wages  of  thofe  men  have  of  late  been 
greatly  increafed,  both  which,  for  ought  appear- 
ed to  us,  are  an  unaccountable  increafe  of  that 
charge  to  the  public. 

That  fince  the  year  1714,  many  new  Captains 
and  Lieutenants  had  been  made,  while  great  num- 
bers have  been  kept  in  half  pay,  and  unemployed, 
befides  thofe  created  on  vacancies,  which  happen- 
ed while  the  fhips  were  abroad,  and  by  that  means 
an  unnecelTary  charge  has  been  continued  on  the 
public,   and  the  elder  Officers  difobliged. 

That  without  any  order  or  eilablifhment,  by 
his  Majefly  in  council,  pay  has  been  allowed,  con- 
trary to  the  ufage  of  the  navy,  to  Flag-officers  at 
home  during  the  winter,  on  pretence  of  their 
making  a  journey  or  two,  to  lee  their  fquadrons 
equipped. 

That  without  fuch  order  or  eilablifhment  of  his 
Mc.jefly  in  council.  Captains  and  Commanders 
of  fmall  numbers  of  Ihips,  have  been  paid  as 
Rv-ur- Admirals,    on   pretence  of  having   Captains 

under 
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under  them,  and  in  but  one  inflance  that  we  could 
obferve,  a  reafon  given,  why  they  had  Captains 
under  them,  unlefs  it  was  to  colour  their  having 
fuch  pay. 

And  we  are  well  aflured,  that  on  farther  inqui- 
ry it  will  appear. 

That  new  Lieutenants  have  been  made  abroad, 
and  old  ones  fit  to  ferve,  fent  home,  to  be  put  in 
half  pay. 

That  flags  have  been  paid  in  double  or  treble 
capacities. 

That  flags  and  other  Officers  have  been  paid, 
as  in  higher  fbations,  than  thofe  they  ferved  in. 

That  two  or  three  flags  of  the  fame  fort  have 
been  paid  at  the  fame  time. 

That  retrofpedions  of  pay  have  been  alJowec^ 
to  flags,  and  other  Officers. 

All  which  being  againft  the  ancient  Oeconomy 
of  the  navy,  and  wafteful  of  the  public  treafure, 
we '  think  fhould  have  been  inquired  into  without 
lofs  of  time. 

Thefe  mifmanagements,  as  we  take  them  to  be, 
and  others  might  have  appeared  on  farther  con- 
fideration  of  this  matter,  contributing,  as  we  ap- 
prehend, to  walle  the  public  treafure,  muft  neccf- 
farily  have  been,  in  a  great  degree,  an  occafion 
of  contradling  fo  large  a  navy  debt ;  and  therefore 
we  are  of  opinion,  that  one  or  more  farther  days, 
which  would  probably  have  fallen  within  this  M- 
fion,  fhould  have  been  appointed  for  the  taking 
them  into  confideration,  which  not  being  done, 
we  the  rather  enter  this  protefl:,  with  our  reafons, 
as  what,  we  hope,  may  give  an  occafion  to  the 
refuming  the  thoughts  of  this  matter,  in  another 
feffion  of  Parliament. 


rF.  Ehor. 

Boyle,  (E.  of 

Compton, 

Alontjoy,  (V. 

Orrery.) 

Bathurft. 

WmdfoY.) 

F.  Cejlrie77, 

Cowper. 

(^2 

Fr.Roffen, 
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Fr,  Roffen,  Aberdeen.  Foley, 

Ajhhurnham.  Bingley,  Aylesford, 

Uxbridge,  BriJtoL  Guilford, 

Strafford,  North  and  Grey, 

Die  Mart  is  20  Fehruarij^    1 72 1 . 

The  order  of  the  day  for  taking  into  confideration 
the  ftate  of  the  national  debt  being  read,  a  motion 
was  made,  and  the  queflion  was  put,  That  it  ap- 
pears by  the  ftate  of  the  public  debt,  before  this 
houfe,  that  the  fame  (exclufive  of  the  debt  of  the 
navy)  is  increafed  between  the  31ft  of  December^ 
1 71 7,  and  the  31ft  of  D^r^wi^^r,  1720,  atleaftthe 
fum  of  2,300,000  /.  notwithftanding  that  the  fink- 
ing fund,  hath  produced  within  that  time,  i ,  2 1  o,  3  8  5  /. 
14  i.   6d.   sq. 

Content  23.  jj  ^^5  refolved  in  the  negative. 

Not  Content  50.  ^ 

Diffentient. 

BEcaufe  the  queftion  confifted  wholly  of  matters 
of  faft,  which  were  exadlly  agreeably  to  a  pa- 
per laid  before  the  houfe  by  the  proper  officers,  on 
the  addrefs  of  this  houfe  ;  and  it  is  not  reafonably 
to  be  prefumed,  that  the  officers,  of  the  crown  would 
ftate  the  debt  higher  than  it  really  was,  fo  we  can- 
not but.  think  nothing  was  alledged  in  the  debate, 
that  made  it  appear  the  debt  was  Jefs  than  ftated  in 
the  queftion  ;  but  on  the  contrary,  had  the  exadt 
quantum  of  the  debt  been  material  to  have  been  in- 
quired into,  on  this  occafion,  it  was  evident  to  us, 
even  from  a  memorandum  at  the  bottom  of  the 
fame  paper,  that  the  debt  was  in  reality,  much  high- 
er the  31ft  of  jD^^^;;?^^r,  1720,  than  ftated  in  the 
queftion. 

IV,  Ebor. 
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TV,  Ehor.  Strafford,,  Aberdeen 

Cowper^  F.CeJirien.  North  and 

Wejlon^  E.  of  Ar-     Montjoy^  V.  Wind-          {Grey^ 

Guilford^  {ron     Bathurft^         {for^  Foley^ 

AJhhurnhamy  Boyle^  E.  of  Orre-  Uxbridge^ 

Fr.Roffen.  BrifioU             (O'j  Litchfield. 

Then  a  motion  was  made.  That  the  leflening  the 
public  debts  annually,  by  all  proper  methods,  is  ne- 
celTary  to  the  reftoring  and  preferving  the  public 
credit :  And  a  queftion  being  dated  tha-eupon,  after 
debate,  the  previous  queftion  was  put,  whether  the 
faid  queftion  ihall  be  now  put  ? 

It  was  refolved  in  the  negative. 

Diffentient. 
i.TjEcaufe,  as  the  main  queftion  is  undeniably  true, 

J[3  ^^^  feems  to  us  to  be  fo,  "by  its  being  pre- 
vented to  be  pur  by  the  previous  queftion,  fo  we 
think  it  would  have  been  highly  expedient,  and  ufe- 
ful  to  the  public,  to  have  had  it  put,  and  voted  in 
the  affirmative,  that  by  the  declared  opinion  of  this 
houfe  (which  muft  always  be  of  the  greateft  autho- 
rity) thofe  who  are  more  immediately  concerned  to 
take  care  of  the  public  credit,  might  not  rely  on 
vain  and  deceitful  projedls,  for  reftoring  and  pre- 
ferving the  credit  of  the  nation,  but  apply  themfelves 
ferioufly  and  diligently  to  bring  about  the  only  ef- 
fedlual  means  of  doiner  it. 

2.  Altho'  fo  clear  and  evident  a  truth,  as  is  con- 
tained in  the  main  queftion,  cannot,  when  propofed, 
but  obtain  the  confent  of  all,  cfpecially  of  fuch  as  ara 
qualified  to  be  in  great  Stations ;  yet  at  this  jundlure, 
when  the  public  is  under  fo  great  neceflkies,  from 
the  unexampled  prefTure  of  debts ;  and  when  all 
other  remedies,  hitherto  attempted,  hath  proved  in- 
cifedual,  if  not  mifchievous,  we  cannot  but  con- 
0^3  ceive 


230  Parliamentary     A.  1722. 

ceive  it  was  extremely  proper,  and  mufl  have  great- 
ly conduced  to  the  relloring  and  preferving  the  pub- 
lic credit,  to  have  quickened  the  endeavours  for  that 
purpofe,  of  all  in  the  public  fervice,  by  fo  high  an 
authority,  as  a  refolution  of  this  houle,  not  only 
jpointing  out  to  them  the  way  they  Ihould  take  to- 
wards that  good  end,  but  intimating  alfo,  that  as  far 
as  is  poffible  to  be  attained,  the  doing  fo  would  be 
expecfted  from  them ;  and  therefore  we  conceive,  the 
main  queftion  fhould  have  been  put,  and  voted,  (as 
we  think  it  muft  have  been,)  had  it  been  put,  in  the 
affirmative. 

W.  Ehor.        F,  Roffen,  Aberdeen^ 

Cowper,  Strafford,  North  and  Grey^ 

Wefion^  E.  of  F.  Ceftrien.  Foley ^ 

Arran^        Bathurft^  Uxbridge^ 

Guilford^         Boyle  E.  of  Orre-   Litchfieldy 
AJJjburnham^  Brifiol^  (ry^ 


Farther  dc-  On  the  2  2d  of  February^  the  Lords  took  into 
bate  about  confidcration,  the  m3.nncr  o^  pro  I  ejling -,  but  after 
Ibme  debate,  the  fame  was  adjourned  to  Tuefday  the 
27th  of  February y  when  the  Earl  of  Sunderland^ 
took  notice,  '  That  the  privilege  of  entering  Protefts 
'  had,    of  late,  been  fo  m.uch  abufed,   that,  in  his 

*  opinion,  fome  reftraint  ought  to  be  put  to  it,  by 

*  limiting  the  time  for  entering  Protejlations^  upon 
'  afking  leave  of  the  houfe,    which  was  never   de- 

*  nied:'  And  therefore  he  moved,  •  That  fuch 
'  Lords  as  fhall  enter  their  Pro^'ejlal ions  with  reafons, 

*  fhall  do  the  fame  before  two  o'clock  the  next  fit- 

*  ting  day,  and,  figning  them  before  the  houfe 
^  rifes.'  This  was  oppofed  by  the  Lord  Cozvper, 
who  alledged,  *  That  the  time  being  fo  Ihort,  and 
*•  very  few  Lords  coming  fo  early,  fuch  an  order 
^'  would,  in  effed,  put  an  end  to  all  Protefting^  which 

'  was 


,  A.  1722.  DEBATES.  231 

*  was  an  ancient  privilege  of  that  houfe.*      The 
Lord  Bilhop  of  Rochefter  added,   '  That  if  Protejls 

*  were  limited  to  fo  Ihort  a  time,  this  was,  at  leafl, 

*  the  way  to  have  them  crude  and  undigefted ;  and^ 

*  he  thought  it  unbecoming  the  dignity  of  that  auguft 

*  ajfemhly  to  have  any  thing  entered  upon  their  journals^ 

*  which  were  records  for  after  ages,  before  it  had  been 

*  duly  confidered  on,  and  well  digefied.*  He  was  fup- 
pof ted  by  the  Lords  Bathurft,  North  a7td  Grey,  and 
Trevor :  But  they  were  oppofed  by  the  Lords  Town- 
Jhend  and  Onflow,  the  Earl  o^ Sunderland,  the  Bifhop 
of  Peterborough,  the  Duke  of  Argyle,  and  the  Lord 
Carteret  -,  and  the  queftion  being  put  upon  the  faid 
motion,    it  was  refolved  in  the  affirmative,   by  48 

voices  againft   18.     And  an  order  was  made  pur- Order  about 
fuant  to  the  faid  refolution.     Then  a  motion  was^^^^^^°^ 
made.  That  the  faid  Order  be  made  aftanding  order 
of  this  houfe,    &c.  but  the  debate  upon  that  motion 
was  adjourned  to  Saturday  the  3d  of  March,  when 
all  the  Lords  were  ordered  to  be  fummoned. 

On  Friday  the  2d  of  March,  the  Lords  read  a  le- 
cond  time,  an  ingrolTed  bill  from  the  Commons, 
intitled.  An  a5i  to  prevent  the  clandtfiine  running  of 
goods,  &c.  And  the  qaeftion  being  put,  whether  this 
bill  [hall  pafs  •,  it  was  refolved  in  the  affi'  mative, 
upon  which  feveral  Lords  entered  the  following 
Protefi,  viz, 

Difjeniient. 
iy?.T)Ecaufe  we  are  very  fenfible  of  the  ill  confe-  Protefta- 
J3  quences  that  attended  the  pernicious  prad:ice  tnut  pre- 
of  running  goods,    and  therefore  wifh  fome  reafon-  vent  the 
able,  proper,  and  effedual  method,  (which  we  do  running 'of 
not  take  this  bill  to  be)  might  have  bsen  fee  on  foot  s<^o<^- 
to  prevent  it. 
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2^/y,  Becaufe  the  making  the  alteration  by  a  for- 
mer bill,  from  fhips  of  15  tons,  to  thofe  of  30,  has 
not  proved  to  any  advantage,  as  we  find  no  ground 
to  hope,  that  the  farther  raifing  this  prohibition  to 
Ihips  of  40  tons,  as  is  done  by  this  bill,  will  be  ef- 
fedual ',  but  we  think  there  is  reafon  to  fear,  that  it 
may  be  a  great  prejudice  to  the  coafting  trade  in  par- 
ticular, fince  the  owners  of  fuch  velTels  are  thereby 
fubjedled  to  the  heavy  penalty  of  lofmg  their  fhips, 
when  pofTibly  they  may  be  intirely  innocent  them- 
felves,  and  the  fault  may  be  committed  only  through 
the  folly  and  knavery  of  the  Sailors,  which  will  dif- 
courage  the  lending  fmall  veflels  to  thofe  who  trade 
in  them,  by  which  a  great  part  of  the  coaft  trade  is 
at  prefent  carried  on. 

3^/y,  Becaufe  the  penalty  of  banifhment  in  the  bill 
feems,  in  fome  cafes,  to  be  annexed  to  a  very  fmall 
offence :  We  do  not  think  it  too  great  for  any  one, 
who  fhall  be  taken  with  goods  of  any  confiderable 
value,  and  with  a  manifeft  intent  to  defraud  his  Ma- 
jefty  of  his  cuftoms ;  but  as  the  bill  is  worded,  it 
will  as  we  conceive,  extend  to  any  gentleman,  if 
armed,  returning  from  his  travels,  who  has  about 
him,  knowingly,  the  leaft  trifle,  that  has  not  been 
entered  and  paid  duty,  though  he  has  not  the  leaft 
delign  to  defraud  the  King  of  his  cufloms,  or  thinks 
he  is  tranfgrefTing  any  law  whatfoever-,  and  we  do 
not  think  lit  to  depend  that  fo  fevere  a  law  may  not, 
in  fuch  hard  cafes,  be  fometimes  executed  with  ri- 
gour. 

^tbfyy  Becaufe  it  was  endeavoured,  but  without 
fuccefs,  at  the  Committee,  to  have  excepted  the 
barges  of  Noblemen,  and  of  the  Lord-Mayor,  and 
Companies  of  the  city  of  London,  which  cannot  be 
jTuppofed  to  be  ufed  (and  the  great  barges  of  ftate 

belonging 
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belonging  to  the  city  cannot  be  ufed)  in  the  running 
of  goods  *,  and  therefore  we  conceive,  the  making  it 
neceffary  for  noblemen,  or  the  L.ord  Mayor  and 
companies,  .to  apply  to  the  admiralty  for  a  licence  to 
ufe  their  own  barges  on  the  river  Thames^  or  lay 
afide  the  ufe  of  them  for  want  of  fuch  licences,  which 
cannot  be  obtained,  without  giving  fuch  fecurity  as 
will  bind  and  incumber  the  real  eflates  of  the  obligers, 
to  be  not  only  a  great  and  unneceiliiry  indignity,  but 
alfo  an  invafiou  of  property,  efpecially  in  the  cafe 
of  the  bargjs  belonging  to  the  city  of  London^  which 
city  has  an  ancient  rignt  to  the  confervation  of  the 
river  of  Thames ^  and  as  high  an  intereil  in  it  as  is 
pofTible  to  be  had  in  any  navigable  river,  and  there- 
fore we  think  it  abfurd,  as  v;eil  as  injurious  to  pro- 
perty, to  compel  the  great  officers  and  companies  of 
the  city  to  :;fk  and  give  fecurity,  for  a  licence  to  na- 
vigate or  p.fs  on  that  part  of  the  'Thames^  which  may 
not  improperly  be  called  their  own  river. 

5/^/)',  It  feems  to  us  partial  and  unjuft,  that  the 
prohibition  of  barges  and  other  vefTels,  defcribed  in 
the  bill,  fhould  be  confined  only  to  the  counties  for 
that  purpofe  named  in  the  bill,  and  not  to  other  ma- 
ritime counties,  efpecially  fuch  as  are  moil  infamous 
for  running  goods,  where  tho'  the  vefTels  defcribed 
may  not  as  yet  be  fo  much  in  ufe  as  in  the  counties 
named,  yet  will  undoubtedly  be  more  ufed  in  other 
counties  not  named,  when  they  can  no  longer  be  kept 
in  the  counties  or  places  the  bill  extends  to :  And  we 
conceive  laws  f]:iould  not  make  a  diflinction,  where 
there  is  no  difference  in  reafon,  on  a  dependence  that 
it  may  be  fupplied  by  a  new  law,  another  opportu- 
nity. 

6/%,  Becaufe  the  time  allowed  by  the  bill,  (wz.) 
to  the  25th  of  this  '  u.?.nt  March^  either  to  difpofe 
of  the  barges  and  ocLer  prohibited  vefTels,  or  obtain 
licences  for  the  keeping  them,  is  much  too  fhort,  as 

we 
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we  conceive,  and  will  prove  the  occafion  of  more 
hardlhips  being  done,  that  can  poflibly  be  fore- 
feen. 

Scar/dale^  Majham^  Compton^ 

Strafford^  St.  John  de  Bletfoe^  North  and  Grey^ 

Briftolj  Guilfordy  Fr,  Roffen^ 

Aberdeen^  Bathurfty  Craven^ 

Boyle^  Wefton^  Cowper^ 

Montjoy^  Uxbridge^  Litchfield, 
Foleyy 

The  next  day  {March  3d)  the  Lords  according 
to  order,  proceeded  to  take  into  confideration  the 
motion  made  on  Tuefday  laft,  for  making  the  order 
then  made,  {viz.  That  fuch  Lords  as  fliall  enter 
their  proteftations  with  reafons,  fhall  do  the  fame  be- 
fore two  o'  clock  the  next  fitting  day,  and  fign  them 
before  the  houfe  rifes)  a  (landing  order  of  this  houfe, 
and  that  the  fame  be  entered  on  the  roll  of  (landing 
orders,  inftead  of  the  order  of  the  5th  of  March^ 
164.1, 

And  the  faid  order  being  read  :  After  debate,  the 
queflion  was  put,  whether  the  faid  order  fhall  be 
made  a  (landing  order  of  this  houfe,  and  entered  on 
the  roll  of  (landing  orders,  indead  of  the  faid  order 
of  the  5th  of  Marchy  1 64 1 .  Which  being  refolved 
in  the  affirmative,  feveral  Lords  entered  the  follow- 
ing proted,  viz» 

Dijfentient, 
i/?,"[J>OR  that  the  (landing  order,  in  relation  to 
\j  the  time  of  entering  protedacions,  was  made 
above  eighty  years  fince,  and  was  reftridive  of  an 
ancient  right ;  and  yet  in  all  that  time,  till  now,  has 
never  been  thought  not  to  have  redrained  that  right 
enough;  but  on  the  contrary,  whenever  longer  time 
than  is  allowed  by  that  order  has  been  afked,  as  it 

has 
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has  been  done  in  innumerable  inftances,  it  was  never 
once  denied  as  we  believe  •,  which  fliews,  that  the 
conftant  opinion  of  this  houfe  has  hitherto  been,  that 
the  reftraint  brought  upon  that  ancient  right  of  the 
Lords,  by  that  old  order,  has  been  rather  too  much, 
than  too  little. 

2dly\  The  abridging  the  right  of  protefting  with 
reafons,  will  yet  more  necelTanly  caule  the  reafons  to 
be  penned  with  lefs  accuracy,  and  probably  longer 
than  they  would  have  been,  had  more  time  been  al- 
lowed ;  which  though  it  may  gratify  thofe  who  dif- 
fer in  opinion  from  the  prcteflors,  yet  will  hurt  the 
honour  of  the  houfe,  as  we  conceive,  and  the  digni- 
ty of  the  records  thereof:  For  we  can  by  no  means 
allow,  that  as  much  time  fhould  not  be  afforded  to 
word  the  Lords  reafons,  which  are  to  be  entered  on 
the  journal,  as  would  be  necefiary  to  the  wording  of 
a  pamphlet  defigned  to  be  printed  and  publifhed. 

3  J/y,  Becaufe  we  conceive,  that  if  this  farther  re- 
ftraint does  not  render  the  protefting  quite  impradi- 
cable,  yet  it  muft  prove  very  incommodious  and 
troublefome  to  the  Lords,  who  would  make  ufe  of 
that  their  undoubted  right ;  for  if  a  debate  ihould 
take  up  any  long  time,  as  moft  debates  of  confe- 
quence  ftiould  do,  the  intermediate  time  allowed,  is, 
in  our  opinion,  not  fufficient  for  Lords,  who  defign 
to  proteft,  to  meet  and  bring  their  feveral  reaibns 
together,  and  afterwards  exprefs  them  with  that 
clearnefs,  and  fo  unexceptionably  as  they  ought  to 
do ;  and  befides,  get  them  fairly  and  corredlly  en- 
tered on  the  journal  -,  fo  that,  in  our  opinion,  they 
muft  very  often  either  be  excluded  from  entering  and 
figning  their  reafons,  or  endure  a  great  deal  of  hard- 
ftiip  and  inconvenience,  by  denying  themfelves  ufuj.1 
reft  and  refrefiiment  (as  is  very  obvious  without  f.ir- 
ther  explanation)  and  be  obliged  to  come  long  befcre 
tjieir  ordinary  duty  of  attending  tiie  bufmefs  of  t  ;e 

houfe 
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houfe  requires,  fo  that  we  conceive  this  new  reftraint 
will  either  hinder  the  protefting  with  reafons,  or 
amount  to  a  kind  of  punifhment  on  thofe  Lords,  who 
Ihall  make  ufe  of  their  ancient  and  undoubted  right 
of  protefting. 

4.th!y^  There  feems  to  us  lefs  reafon  for  this  Hep, 
becaufe  if  the  liberty  of  entering  proteftations  with 
reafons,  be  in  any  degree  abufed,  the  houfe  can  and 
does  order  them,  or  fuch  parts  of  them,  as  can  be 
reafonably  objedled  to,  to  be  expunged  :  And  this 
obfervation  is  yet  ftronger,  for  that,  of  late,  prece- 
dents have  been  made  of  expunging  a  great  number 
of  reafons,  and  of  a  various  nature,  by  one  general 
queftion,  which  is  a  very  expeditious  remedy  for  a- 
ny  abufe  that  can  happen. 

5/^/v,  If  ever  there  fliould  be  a  time  when  the  ut- 
moft  candour  and  fairnefs  is  lefs  in  ufe  than  at  pre- 
fent,  this  new  reftridlion  on  the  right  of  protefting 
with  reafons,  may  open  a  gap  to  many  artifices  and 
unfair  pradlices,  in  prejudice  of  that  right.  Clerks  may 
come  later  than  ufual,  pretend  other  bufinefs,  or 
write  flower,  or  ufe  other  Ihifts,  to  avoid  perfe6ling 
the  entry  of  the  reafons,  till  after  the  tim.e  allowed, 
efpecially  if  they  fhalj  think,  though  falfly,  they  gra- 
tify a  majority  of  the  houfe  by  fo  doing,  which  will 
make  them,  at  leaft,  hope  for  impunity,  or  if  not 
fo  difpofed,  they  may  be  on  the  other  hand  induced, 
and  not  unreafonably,  to  write  fafter,  and  more 
loofly  than  will  become  the  journal  of  this  houfe,  that 
the  entry  may  be  finifhed  within  the  time  limited. 
We  do  not  pretend  to  enui.virate  all  the  ways  of 
making  this  alteration  of  the  old  ftanding  order,  more 
inconvenient  than  appears  at  firft  fight,  but  only  fpe- 
cify  thefe  few. 

Sthly^  We  do  not  think  the  right  of  entering  pro- 
teftations  with  reafons  has  been,  of  late,  abufed,  fo 

as 
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as  to  give  occafion  for  this  new  reflridion,  though  it 
may  have  been  ufed,  of  late,  more  frequently  than 
formerly  ;  for  which,  according  to  our  opinions, 
there  hath  been  very  proper  occafions  given,  and 
fince  we  cannot  but  think  the  right  of  protefling  with 
reafons,  a  valuable  and  ufeful  privilege,  we  mull  con- 
fefs  our  fears,  left  thefe  reftriclions,  though  not  now 
intended  fo,  fhould  end,  at  length,  in  a  total  extinc- 


tion  of  that  right. 

W.  Ebor, 

Strajff'ord, 

North  and  Gre)\ 

Fr.  Ceftriens, 

Brijtol, 

Fr.  Roffeny 

Uxbridge, 

Beyle, 

Wefton^ 

Bathurfty 

Aberdeen, 

Foley, 

Cowper, 

Litchfield, 

Trevor^ 

St.  John  de  Bletfoe, 

Then  the  order  was  read  for  taking  into  confide- 
ration,  the  proteftations  entered  on  the  Journal  of  this 
houfe,  on  the  19th  and  20th  days  of  February  laft. 
And  the  feveral  reafons  in  the  proteftation  entered  the 
19th  o^  February  laft,  againft  putting  off*  the  farther 
confideration  of  the  caufes  of  contracfling  fo  large  a 
navy  debt,  for  three  weeks,  being  read.  It  was  pro- 
pofed,  That  from  the  word  [fpeclfied]  in  the  tenth 
line  of  the  fourth  reafon,  to  the  end  of  the  faid  pro- 
teftation, be  expunged.  And  it  being  moved  to  ad- 
journ, the  queftion  was  put,  Whether  this  houfe  fhall 
be  now  adjourned  till  Monday  morning  next  ? 

It  was  refolved  in  the  negative. 

Then  the  queftion  was  put.  Whether  all  that  is 
contained  in  the  fiid  proteftation  after  the  word  [fpe- 
cified]  in  the  tenth  line  of  the  fourth  reafon,  fhall  be 
expunged  ? 

It  was  refolved  in  the  affirmative. 

Diffen- 


B 
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Bijfentient. 

Ecaufe  when  we  were  giving  reafons  againfl  put- 
ting off  the  farther  confideration  of  the  caufes  of 
contracting  the  navy  debt,  by  Jong  adjournments, 
probably  'ov  the  whole  feflion,  as  we  thought  no 
reafon  could  bt  mere  proper,  than  that  the  fubjedl 
matter  of  that  inquiry  was  not  exhaufted,  but  that  ve- 
ry maieriai  oufinefs  remained  to  be  confidered  on 
that  head,  fo  we  did,  and  do  yet  conceive,  that  the 
following  the  general  affertion,  with  an  enumeration 
of  the  particular  mr-tters,  which  yet  did  remain  to  be 
inquired  into,  as  well  as  fuch  as  arofe  from  papers  al- 
ready before  the  home,  as  others,  which  we  are  well 
afiured  would  arife  in  the  farther  progrefs  of  that  bu- 
fmefs  (from  papers  defigned  to  be  called  for)  did 
make  tiie  faid  general  argument,  which  ftands  ex- 
punged, more  ftrong,  as  well  as  more  fair  and  can- 
did, by  (hewing  it  was  well  founded  on  particulars : 
And  altho'  the  houfe  has  not  thought  fit  to  print  the 
faid  enumeration  of  particulars,  to  Hand  on  the  jour- 
nal, yet,  we  conceive,  we  have  attained  this  advan- 
tage by  having  entered  them,  that  it  cannot  be  ob- 
jeSed  to  us  now,  that  we  generally  affirmed  more 
bufinefs  of  confequence  remained  for  that  committee 
to  do,  without  being  able  to  inftance  or  fpecify  what 
in  particular. 

W,  Ebor.  Straffordy  North  and  Grey^ 

Fr,  Ceftriens.  Briftol^  Fr.  Roffen, 

Uxbridge^  Boyle^  Wefton^ 

Bathurfty  Aberdeen^  FoUy^ 

Cowper^  Litchfield^  Trevor, 
St.  John  de  Bletfoe^ 

Then  the  reafons  for  the  proteflation  entered  the 
20th  0^  Ftbniary  lad,  on  confideration  of  the  flate  of 
the  national  debt,  being  read:  And  the  queftion  being 
put.  Whether  the  intire  reafons  for  the  faid  protefla- 
tion Ihall  be  expunged? 

It  was  refolved  in  the  afErmative.  DideU" 
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Bijfentient, 

BEcaufe,  we  conceive,  that  there  is  no  inftance  of 
expunging  the  reafons.of  a  proieft,  unlefs  they 
were  thought  to  contain  fomething  indecent  to  tha 
houfe,  or  alledged  matters  of  fad  that  were  falfe. 
The  firfl  is  not  prefumed  in  the  prefent  cafe ;  and  as 
to  the  fecond,  the  matters  depending  upon  figures, 
there  can  be  no  difpute,  but  upon  the  method  of  cal- 
culation, and  if  the  Lords,  who  figned  the  protefl:, 
did  choofe  to  follow  the  method  obferved  by  the  of- 
ficers of  the  Exchequer^  rather  than  any  other,  we  do 
not  conceive  their  reafons  founded  on  fuch  authority, 
deferved  to  be  expunged  ;  neither  do  we  think  the 
faid  Lords  were  obliged  to  make  dedu(flions  from  the 
Exchequer  accounts  which  were  laid  before  the  houfe, 
without  making  the  proper  addition,  at  the  fame 
time.  For  it  muft  be  agreed,  that  if  the  debt  dated 
in  1 71 7.  was  but  47  millions,  800000  /.  and  in  the 
year  1720.  above  50  millions,  the  bringing  the  an- 
nuities into  the  South-fea  company,  may  occafion  an 
increafe  of  about  two  millions  and  a  half,  and  the  ar- 
my debentures,  not  yet  brought  to  account,  are  efti- 
mated  at  about  half  a  million  more,  and  the  debt  of 
the  navy  is  near  two  millions :  So  that  the  whole  ap- 
pears to  be  about  ^^  millions,  and  the  increafe  of  the 
national  debt  fmce  it  was  ftated  in  1 71 7.  might  there- 
fore be  reckoned  about  feven  millions  ;  and  dedudl- 
ing  the  million  o^  Exchequer  bills  lent  to  the  South-fea 
company,  the  real  increafe  of  the  national  debt,  a- 
bove  what  it  was  dated  at  in  the  year  1 71 7.  appears, 
to  us,  at  this  time,  about  fix  millions.  But  as  the 
reafons  were  founded  on  the  account  laid  before  the 
houfe,  which  kept  in  the  million  of  Exchequer  bills 
as  a  debt,  and  excluded  all  the  other  articles,  we  con- 
ceive they  ought  not  to  have  been  expunged,  fince 
the  under-reckoning  the  debt  was  not  the  objedion 
made  againft  them, 

Fr,  Cejlriens^ 
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Fr.  Ceftriens. 

Strafford^ 

Guilford, 

Uxhridge^ 

BriftoU 

North  and  Grey^ 

Bathurfi^ 

Boyle, 

Fr.  Roffen, 

Cowper^ 

Aberdeen^ 

Wefton, 

St.  John  dt  Bletfoe, 

Litchfield, 

Foley, 
Trevor, 

On  Monday  the  5th  of  March,  the  order  was  read, 
taking  into  confideration  the  proteflation  entered  in 
the  journal  of  this  Houfe  the  1 7th  of  January  lafl ; 
And  the  feveral  reafons  for  the  fliid  proteflation  being 
read,  after  debate,  the  qiieftion  was  put,  whether 
the  intire  entry  of  the  reafons,  for  the  faid  protefta- 
tion,  on  the  1 7th  of  January  laft,  fhall  be  expung- 
ed ;  which  being  refolved  in  the  affirmative,  feve- 
ral Lords  entered  the  following  Protejl,  viz. 


Dijfentient, 

BEcaufe  former  reafons  entered  agalnft  fome  late 
refolutions  for  expunging,  do  as  we  conceive, 
equally  extend  to  juHify  our  diflent  to  this  refolu- 
tion,  and  therefore  to  avoid  repetition,  v/e  refer  to 
thofe  reafons,  with  thi5.  farther,  that  we  do  not  5nd, 
and  believe  there  is  not  any  precedent,  wherein  rea- 
fons for  a  proteflation  have  been  taken  into  confi- 
deration  by  the  Houfe,  fo  long  after  they  were  en- 
tered, as  in  the  prefent  cafe ;  and  the  inconvenien- 
cies  of  doing  fo,  are,  in  our  opinion  very  manifefl. 


Strafford, 

Craven, 

North  and  Grey, 

Uxbridge, 

Guilford, 


Bathurfi, 

Foley, 

Boyle, 

Aberdeen, 

Litchfield, 

Fr.  Ceftriens. 

Montjoy, 

Cowper, 

St.  John  de  Bletfoe, 

Fr.Roffen. 

On 
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On  Wednefday^    the  7th  of  March^   the  King 
went    to    the    Houfe   of    Peers,    with    the   ufual    • 
flate  and  folemnicy,  and  the  Commons  being  fent  for  ?tSufb 
up,    and  attending,    their  Spealcer,  upon  prefenting  ^f  Com- 
the  money  bill,  made  the  following  notable  fpeech  to  ^X'King^ 
his  Majefty,  vi%.  ^"^^^  7^^. 

Moft  gracious  Sovereign, 

TH  I  S  is  the  feventh  year  in  v/hich  your  Maje- 
fty's  faithful  Commons,    without  burthening 
your  people  with  any  new  or  unufual  taxes,  have  rea- 
dily and  chearfully  granted  to  your  Majefty  the  ne- 
ceiTary   fupplies,  not  only  for  carrying  on  the  ordi- 
nary expenccs  of  the  government,  but  for  the  main- 
taining the  honour  and  dignity  of  the  crown  ;    and 
at  the  fame  time,  they  have  omitted  no  opportuni- 
ty of  eafmg  the  public  incumbrances,  and  of  putting 
the  national  debt  into  a  method  of  payment :  For 
no  fooner  your  Majefty,    by  the  vigilance  of  your 
councils,  and  the  fuccefs  of  your  arms,   reftored  and 
fecured  the  public  peace  and  tranquillity,    but  your 
Commons  immediately  found  means  to  reduce  the  in- 
tereft  of  the  national  debt,  and  thereby  fet  apart  a 
fund,  which,  by  a  farther  redu6lion  of  intereft  fmce 
made  by  your  Commons,  will  in  a  few  years,  be 
confiderably  increafed,  and  the  payment  of  the  prin- 
ciple become   pra6licable  •,    and  from  which  your 
Majefty's  trading  fubjecls  have  already  reaped  this 
immediate  Benefit.     That  your  Commons  have  been 
enabled,  during  this  feftion,  without  endangering  the 
fecurity  of  any  Parliamentary  engagements,    to  take 
off  fuch  duties  as  were  found  by  experience  to  be 
moft  prejudicial  to  the  trade    and  manufadcures  of 
your  kingdoms :    And  as  your  Comm.ons  were  ap- 
prehenfive,  that  the  debt  of  the  navy  was  rifmg  tQ 
fuch  an  height,    as  would,    if  not  timely  prevented, 
neceiTarily  affed  and  depreciate  all  other  public  cre- 
dit; and  which  would  inevitably  increafe  the  charge 
and  expence  of  the  current  fervice  •,  thev  hr^e  there- 
VoL.  VIII.  R  '  fore 
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fore  unanimoufly  agreed  on  fuch  methods  of  dif- 
charging  fo  much  or  th^t  debt,  as  will  etfedually  pre- 
vent the  mifchiefs  they  apprehended,  and  can  be  no 
ways  burthenfome  to  their  fellow  fubjedls. 

Thus  have  your  Commons  fully  and  happily  com- 
pleted every  thing  which  your  Majefty  was  graciouf- 
ly  pleafed  to  recommend  to  them  at  the  beginning  of 
this  fefiion  -,    and  whenever  your  Majefty,   in  your 
royal  wifdom,    fhall   again  think  it  proper  to  meet 
your  people  in  Parliament,   may  they  imitate  your 
prefent  houfe  of  Commons  in  our  duty  and  affedion 
to  your  Majefty,  in  our  fteadinefs  and  refolution  to 
fupport  your  government!  May  they  continue,  with 
like  application  and  diligence,  to  extend  trade  and 
commerce,  the  true  and  natural  fource  of  wealth  and 
plenty  in  thefe  kingdoms !  And  we  fhould  think  our 
felves  happy,  if  even  our  miftakes  might  be  of  fer- 
vice  to  your  Majefty,    by  being  a  warning  to  thofe 
that  come  after  us  -,    and  that  when  the  wilciom  of 
your  Majefty's  councils,  and  the  fteadinefs  of  your 
admin  iftration,  fhall  have  reftored  credit  to  its  for- 
mer flouriftiing  condition,  they  may  not  grow  wan- 
ton with  too  much  profperity,  but  may  proceed  with 
fuch  caution  and  prudence  in  their  endeavours  to  lef- 
fen  the  national  debt,  as  may  put  it  out  of  the  power 
of  any  fet  of  men,  to  produce  mifery  and  diftrefs, 
from  what  fhall  be  propofed  for  the  eafe  and  benefit 
of  your  people :  And  that,  by  the  blefUng  and  af- 
fiftance  of  Divine  providence,  they  may  fo  effectual* 
ly  unite  the  affe6lions  of  your  people,  and  firmly  e- 
ftablifh  your  Majefty's  throne.  Thai  the  fcepier  may 
not  depart  fr 0772  your  royal  houfe^  nor  a  lawgiver  from 
hetween  your  feet !  That  the  ancient  legal  conftitution 
of  this  kingdom,  in  King,  Lords,  and  Commons, 
may  be  perpetuated  in  your  Majefty,  and  your  roy- 
al pofterity,  till  time  fhall  be  no  more. 

Your  Majefty  having  been,  at  different  times,  in 
the  courfe  of  this  felTion,  gracioufly  pleafed  to  accept 
fuch  fupplies,  as.  your  Commons  offered  to  your  Ma- 
jefty 
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jefty  for  the  fervice  of  this  year,  they  do  now 
humbly  pray  your  Majefty's  like  gracious  accep- 
tance of  a  bill  they  have  prepared  for  difcharg- 
ing  the  neht  of  the  navy,  intitled,  An  a5l  for  pay^ 
ing  offy  and  cancelling  cm  million  of  exchequer 
bills,    &c. 

After  this  the  King  gave  the  royal  afTent  to  fe- 
veral  public  ads. 

After  which  his  Majefly  was  pleafed  to  make 
the  following  moft  gracious  Ipeech. 

My  Lords  and  GenthmeHy 

'  \7"  ^  U  could  not  have  given  me  a  more  ac- 

'  1     ceptable  inflance  of  your  zeal  and  affedion, 

'  than   by   difpatching  with    fo   much  unanimity, 

*  the  feveral  particulars  I  recommended  to  you  at 
'  the  beginning  of  this  fcfTion,    for  the  eafe  and 

*  advantage  of  my  people. 

'  The  many  and  great  enconragements  you  have 

*  given  to  our  trade  and  manufadlures,  and  the 
'  provifion  you  have  made  for  our  being  fupplied 
'  with  naval  (lores  from  our  own  plantations,  will, 
'  I  make  no  doubt,  excite  the  induftry  of  my  fub- 
'  jeds,  employ  a  greater  number  of  the  poor, ''in- 
'  creafe  our  navigation,    and  be  a  confiderable  ad- 

*  dition  to  the  riches  and  ftrength  of  this  nation. 

Gentlemen  of  the  houfe  of  Comnons^ 
*■  The  raifing  the  current  fupplies  of  the  year, 
^  and  the  making  a  provifion  tor  the  difcharge  of 
'  fo  confiderable  a  part  of  the   debt  cf  the  navy, 

*  is  a  farther  proof  of  your  affedliion  to  me,  and 
'  your  regard  for  the  public ;  and  your  doing  it  ia 
'  a  manner  fo  little  burthenfome  to  my  people, 
'  gives  me  the  greatefl  fatisladion. 

My  Lords  and  Gentlemen^ 
'  I  cannot  in  juftice  part  with  this  Parliament, 
'  without  returning  you  my  fincereft  thanks,    for 
R  2  '  your 
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.'  your  fteady  and  refolute  adherence  to  my  perfon 
'  and  govtrnnnenr,  and  to  the  intereft  of  the  pro- 

*  teftant  caufe,  both  at  home  and  abroad.  The 
'  enemies  of  our  happy  conftitution  have  given  the 

*  flrongeft  and  moil  honourable  teilimony  of  your 
'  behaviour  in   thefe  particulars,    by  the  implaca- 

*  ble  malice,  which  they  have,    upon  ail  occafions, 

*  expreffed  againft  you. 

*  You  mud  all  be  fenfible,    that  they  are,     at 
'  this  jundlure  reviving  with  the  greateft  induftry, 

*  the  fame  wicked  arts  of  calumny  and  defamation, 

*  which  have  been  the  conftant  preludes  to  public 
'  troubles  and  diforders  ;  and  fuch  is  their  infatua- 
'  tion,  that  they  flatter  themfelves  the  grolTeft 
'  mifreprefentations  will  turn  to  their  advantage, 
*,,and  give  them  an  opportunity  of  recommending 

*  themfelves  to  the  favour  and  good  opinion   of 

*  my  people  •,    but  I  have  fo  juft  a  confidence  in 

*  the  affedlion  of  my  fubje6ls,  and  in  their  regard 

*  for  their  own  welfare,  that  I  am  perfuaded  they 
'  will  not  fufFer  themfelves  to  be  thus  impofed  up- 

*  on,  and  betrayed  into  their  own  deftru6tion. 

'  For  my  part,    as  the  prefervation  of  the  con- 

*  ftitution  in  church   and  flate  fhali  always  be  my 
.  *  care,  I  am  firmly  determined  to  continue  to  coun- 

'  tenance  fuch  as  have  manifefted  their  zeal  for 
'  the  prefent  eftablifhment,  and  have  the  religious 

*  and  civil  rights  of  all  my  fubjefts  truly  at  heart ; 
'  and  I  queftion  not  that  behaviour,  which  has 
'  juftly  recommended  them  to  me,  will  effedtually 

*  fecure  to  them  the  good  v/ill  of  all  that  are  well 

*  affedled  to  my  government ;    and  will  convince 

*  the  world,  that  the  expectations  of  thofe  are  very 
'  ill  grounded,  who  hope  to  prevail  with  a  prote» 

*  ftant  free  people,  to  give  up  their  religion  and 
'  liberties  into  the  hands  of  fuch  as  are  enemies  to 
'  both.' 

And 
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And  then  the  Lord  Chancellor,  by  his  MajefVy's 
command,  faid. 

My  Lords  and  Gentlemen^ 

*  T  T  is  his  Majefly's  royal  will  and  pleafure, 
'  J^  that  this  Parliament  be  prorogued  to  'Thurf- 
'  day  the  fifteenth  day  of  this  inftant  March ;  and 

*  this     Parliament    is    accordingly    prorogued    to 

*  Thurfday  the  fifteenth  day  of  this  inftant  March? 

Three  days  *  after,    the    King    in   council,    a*M7^ior*. 
'proclamation  was  figned,    and  publifhed  that  very  ^ent  difl'''" 
day,   for  diffolving  the  prefent  Farliament^  and  de-  foived. 
daring    the  fpeedy    calling  another.     Accordingly, 
on  Tuefday^    the    13  th  of  March^  two  other  pro- 
clamations were  figned,  and  publifhed,  on^  for  call-  ^  newPar- 
in^  a  new  Parliament^    the  writs  to   bear  tefie  the  liamentcail- 
14th  of  this  inftant   March^  and  be  returnable  on    * 
^hurfday  the    loth   of    May  next  following-,    the 
other,  in  order  to  the  ekTting  and  fumrnoning   the 
fixteen  Scotch  Peers. 

The  firfl  fejjlon  of  the  ficond  Septennial  Par- 
liament, " 

N  Tuefdayt\-it  9th  ^W^ober^  ih<t  ftxih  Par- ^p^^^^JJs  ^ 
liament  of  Great  Britain  being  met  at  TFeji-  Parliament 
minfter^  purfuant  to  the  late  proclamation   for  that  ^^^^J^^ 
purpofe,   his  Majefty  came  to  the  houfe  of  Peers, 
with  the  ufual  ftate  and  folemnity,    and  the  Com- 
mons being  fent  for  up,    and  attending,  his  Maje- 
fty's  pleafure  was  fignified  to  them,  by  the  Lord 
Chancellor,    that  they  fhould  return  to  their  houfe 
and  chufe  a  Speaker,  and  prefent  him  to  his  Ma- 
jefty the  Thurfday  following.     The  Commons  be- 
ing   returned  accordingly,    Mr.  Fultemy  made  a 
motion   for  chufing  the  honourable  Spencer  Comp- 
ton    Efq;  their  Speaker,  as  a  perfon  of  known  abi- 
lities and  confummate  experience,    and  in  all  ref- 

R  3  '  pedis, 
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pe<fls,   qualified  for  fo  arduous  and   important  an 

employment,    which   he   had    already    difcharged 

with   univerfal   applaufe,    in   the   laft  Parliament. 

This  motion  was  immediately  feconded,    and   fup- 

ported  by   a   great   many    voices  -,    and  only  one 

member   having   raifed  lome  objedions  to  it,  the 

The  ho-      honourable  Spencer  Cotnpton  Efq  *,  was  unanimoufly 

fP^^     chofen  Speaker.     Two  days  after  {05foher  nth) 

Con:pton'E{<ii  j^jg   Majefty    being   come  again  to   the    houfe   of 

Speller  of   Pccrs  wlth  the  ufual  flate  and  folemnity,  and  the 

the  Com-    Commons  being  fent  for  up  and  attending,    they 

prefented    there    Speaker,    who,    in    an   eloquent 

fpeech  modeftly  endeavoured  to  difqualify  himfelf ; 

but  his  Majefty  did  not  allow  of  this  excufe,   and 

by   the  month  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,    fignified 

his  approbation   of  the  choice   the  Commons  had 

made  of  a  Speaker.     Then  his  Majefty  was  pleaf- 

The  King's  ed  to  fay  from  the  throne,  that  he  had  command- 

ipeechto     ^  j^j-jg   'Lord  Chancellor  to  declare  the  caufes  of 

roth  houles  ,-x-»i'  'i-n/r'n.* 

Ociobtriith.  calling  this  Parliament,  in  his  Majeity  s  name  and 
words:  Whereupon  the  Lord  Chancellor  read  his 
Majefty's  fpeech  to  both  houfes,  as  follows. 

My  Lords  and  Gentlemen^ 

<  T  A  M  concerned  to  find  my  felf  obliged,  at  the 
'  A  opening  of  this  Parliament,  to  acquaint  you, 
'  that  a  dangerous  confpiracy   has  been  for  fome 

*  time  formed,  and  is  ftill  carrying  on,  againft  my 

<  perfon  and  government,    in  favour  of  a  popifh 

*  pretender. 

*  The  difcoveries  I  have  made  here,    the  infor- 

*  maticns  I  have  received  from   my  minifters  a- 

*  broad,  and  the  intelligences  I  have  had  from  the 

*  powers  in  alliance  with  me,  and  indeed  from 
'  moft  parts  of  Europe^  have  given  me  moft  am- 

*  pie  and  concurrent  proofs  of  this  wicked  defign. 

'  The  confpirators  have  by  their  emifTaries  made 

*  the  ftrongeil  inftances  for  afiiftance  from  foreign 

*  powers,    but  were  dilappointed  in  their  expeda- 

« tionsi 
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*  tions;  however,  confiding  in  their  numbers, 
'  and  not  difcouraged  by  rheir  former  ill  fuccefs, 

*  they  refolved  onct;  more,  upon  their  own  ftrength,- 

*  to  attempt  the  fubverfion  of  my  government. 

'  To  this  end  they  provided  confiderable  fums 
'  of  money,    engaged   great   numbers   of  officers 

*  from   abroad,     fecured  large   quantities   of  arms 

*  and  ammunition,  and  diought  themfelves  in  fuch 

*  readinefs,  that  had  not  the  confpiracy  been  time- 

*  ly  difcovered,   v/e  fliould  without  doubt,  before 

*  now,  have  feen  the  whole  nation,  and  particular- 

*  ly  the  city  of  London^    involved   in  blood  and 

*  confufion. 

*  The  care  I  have  taken  has,  by  the  blefling  of 
'  God,  hitherto  prevented  the  execution  of  their 
'  traiterous   projedts  ^    the   troops   have   been   en- 

*  camped  all  this  fumm.er  -,  fix  regiments  (though. 
'  very  neceffary  for  the  the  fecurity  of  that  king- 
'  dom)  have  been  bfOLight  over  from  Ireland ;  the 

*  States  General  have  given  me   alTurances,    that 

*  they  would  keep  a  confiderable  body  of  forces 
'  in  a  readinefs  to  imbark  on  the  firft  notice  of 

*  their  being  wanted  here,  which  was  all  I  defired 

*  of  them,  being  determined  not  to  put  my  peo- 

*  pie  to  any  more  expence,  than  what  was  abfo- 
'  lutely  neceffiry  for  their  peace  and  fecurity. 

«  Some  of  the  confpirators,  have  been  taken  up 
'  and  fecured  :  And  endeavours  are  ufed  for  the 
'  apprehending  others. 

My  Lords  and  Gentlemen. 

'  Having  thus  in  general  laid  before  you  the 

'  flate  of  the  prefent  confpiracy,    I  muft  leave  to 

'  your  confideration  what  is  proper  and  neceflary 

'  to  be  done  for  the  quiet  and  fafety  of  the  king- 

*  dom.     I   cannot  but  believe  the  hopes  and  ex- 

*  peclations  of  our  enemies  are  very  ill  grounded, 

*  in  flittering  themfelves,  that  the  late  difcontents, 
'  OGcafioned    by    private    loITes    and    misfortunes, 

R  4.  •  however 
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'  however  induftrioufly  and  malicioufly  fomented, 
'  are  turned  into  difaffedlion  and  a  fpirit  of  re- 
'  bellion. 

'  Had  I,  fmce  my  acceflion  to  the  throne,  ev^ 

<  attempted  any  innovation  in  our  eftablifhed  reli- 
'  gion  ;    had  I,  in  any  one  inflance,  invaded  thfi 

*  Hberty  or  property  of  my  fubjedts,  I  Ihould  lefs 

<  wonder  at  any  endeavours  to  ahenate  the  atfedi- 

*  ons  of  my  people,  and  draw  them  into  meafures, 

*  that  can  end  in  nothing  but  their  own  deftruc- 


tion. 


'  Bat  to  hope  to  perfuade  a  free  people  in  full 
'  enjoyment  ot  all  that  is  dear  and  valuable  to 
*'themi,  to  exchange  freedom  for  Cavery,  the  pro- 
'  teflant  religion   for  popery,   and  to   facrifice  at 

*  once  the  price  of  fo  much  blood  and  treafure,  as 

*  have  been  fpent  in  defence  of  our  prefent  efta- 
'  blifhment,  feems  an  infatuation  not  to  be  ac- 
'  counted  for.     But   however  vain   and  unfuccefs- 

*  ful  thefe  defperate    projeds    may  prove  in    the 

*  end,  they  have  at  prefent  fo  far  the  defired  ef- 

*  fedl,  as  to  create  uneafmefs  and  diffidence  in  the 

*  minds  of  my  people  ;    which  our  enemies  labour 

*  to  improve  to  their  own  advantage.     By  form- 

*  iiig  plots  they  depreciate  all  property  that  is 
*■  veiled  in  the  public  funds,  and  then  complain  of 

*  the  low  date  of  credit :  They  make  an  increafe 
^  of  the  national  expences  necelTary,  and  then 
*^  clamour  at  the  burthen   of  taxes,  and  endeavour 

*  to  impute  to  my  government,  as  grievances,  the 
^  mifchiefs  and  calamities,  which  they  alone  create 

*  and  occafion. 

'  I  wifh  for  nothing  more,  than  to  fee  the  pub- 

*  lie  expences  lefTened,  and  the  great  national  debt 

*  put  in  a  method  of  being  gradually  reduced  and 
'  difcharged,  with  a  flrifl  regard  to  parliamentary 
'  faith  ',  and  a  more  favourable  opportunity  could 
"=  never  have  been  hoped  for,  than  the  ftate  of 
•profound   peaccj    which  we  now  enjoy  with  all 

'  our 
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*  our  neighbours.  But  public  credit  will  al- 
'  ways  languifli  under  daily  alarms  and  appreheii- 

*  fions  of  public  danger  :  And '  as  the  enemies 
'  of  our  peace  have  been  able  to  bring  this 
'  immediate  mifchief  upon. us,  nothing  can  pre- 
'  vent  them  from  continuing  to  fubjed  the  nation 
'  to  new  and  conftant  difficulties  and  diftrefles,  but 

*  the  wifdom,  zeal,    and    vigorous  refolutions  of 

*  this  Parliament. 

Gentlemen  of  the  houfe  of  Commons^ 
'  I  have  ordered   the  accounts  <  to  be  made  up, 
'  and  laid  before  you,  of  the  extraordinary  charge 
'  that  has  been   incurred  this  fummer,   for  the  de- 

*  fence  and  fafety  of  the  kingdom  -,  and  I  have 
'  been  particularly  careful,  not  to  direft  any  ex- 
'  pence  to  be  made  greater,  or  fooner,  than  was 
'  of  abfolute  neceffity. 

'  I  have  likewife  ordered  eftimates  to  be  prepar- 

*  ed,  and  laid   before  you,   for  the  fervice  of  the 

*  year  enfuing  ;  and  I  hope  the  farther  provifions^ 
'  which  the  treafonable  practices  of  our  enemies 
'  have  made    necelTary    for   our    common  fafety, 

*  may  be  ordered  with  fuch  frugality,  as  very  lit- 
'  tie  to  exceed  the  fupplies  of  the  laft  year. 

My  Lords  and  Gentlemen^ 
'  I  need  not  tell  you  of  what  infinite  concern  it 

*  is  to  the  peace  and  tranquillity  of  the  kingdom, 
'  that  this  Parliament  fhould,  upon  this  occafiOn, 
'  exert  themfelves  with  a  more  than  ordinary  zeal 
'  and  vigour.  An  intire  union  among  all  that 
'  fmcerely  wifh  well  to  the  prefent  eftablifhment, 

*  is  now  become  abfolutely  necefi^iry.  Our  ene-r 
'  mies  have  too  long  taken  advantage  from  your 
'  differences    and   dilientions.     Let   it    be   known 

*  that  the  fpirit  of  popery,  which  breathes  nothing 
'  but  confufton   to  the   civil    and   religious  rights 

*  of  a  protetfant  church  and  kingdom,    however 

*  abandoned 
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*  abandoned  fome   few  may  be,  in  defpite  of  all 

*  obiigaticns  divine  and  human,  has  not  fo  far 
'  poffeiTed  my  people,  as  to  make  them  ripe  for 

*  fuch  a  fatal  change.     Let  the  world  fee  that  the 

*  general  difpofition  of  the  nation  is  no  invitation  to 

*  foreign  powers  to  invade  us,  nor  encouragement 

*  to  domeftic  enemies  to  kindle  a  civil  war  in  the 

*  bowels  of  the  kingdom.     Your  own  intereft  and 

*  welfare  call  upon  you  to  defend  yourfelves.  I  fhall 

*  wholy  rely  upon  the  divine  protection,  the  fup- 

*  port  of  my  Parliament,  and  the  affedlions  of  my 

*  people,  which  I  fhall  endeavour  to  preferve  by 
^  fleadily  adhering  to  the  conflitution  in  church  and 
'  flate,  and  continuing  to  make  the  laws  of  the  realm 

*  the  rule  and  meafure  of  all  my  adions. 

Fill  for  fuf-      As  foon  as  the  King  was  withdrawn,  and  the 
&hlafc!Z  Commons  retired  to  their  houfc,  his  Grace  the  Duke 
^s  aft       of  Grafton^  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  took  notice 
thrioufeof  ^^  ^^^  horrid  confpiracy  lately  formed  and  flill  car- 
iwds.        rying  on,  againfl  his   Majefty's  ficred  perfcn  and 
government ;  fhewed  the  neceflity  of  ftrengthening 
the  hands  of  his  Majefly's  minifters,  in  order  lO  a 
full  detedion  and  intire  fupprefTion  of  thofe  traiterous 
defigns  and  practices ;  and  thereupon,  with  the  leave 
of  the  houfe,  prefented  a  bill  for  fufpending  the 
Habeas  Corpus  ad,  and  -empowering  his  Majefiy  to 
fecure  and  detain  fuch  perfons  as  his  Majeftyjljallfuf- 
pe£i  are  confpiring  againji  his  perfon  and  gcvernmtnt 
for  the  fpace  of  one  year.     At  the  firft  reading  of 
the  fiiid  bill,  a  motion  was  made  for  reading  it  a  fe- 
cond  time  immediately,  which  was  flrenuoufly  op- 
Debates    pofed,  but  after  a  long  and  warm  debate,  the  quef- 
thereupon.   tjon  being  put  thcrcupon  was  carried  by  a  majority 
of  6y  voices  againft  24.     The  bill  being,  according- 
ly  read  a  fecond  time,  and  committed,  the  houfe  ad- 
journed during  plealiire,  and  being  quickly  after  re- 
fumed,  they  went  into  a  committee  upon  the  faid 
bill,  his  Grace  the  Duke  of  Wharton  being  in  the 

chair. 
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chair.  The  Committee,  after  fome  fpeecbes  went 
thro'  the  bill,  and  filled  up  the  blank  for  the  cpnti-?. 
nuance  of  the  fufpenfion  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  adt 
with  the  words,  until  the  24th  day  of  O^ober  1723. 
The  houfe  being  refumed,  the  Duke  of  Wharton 
reported  the  faid  bill,  with  the  amendment  made 
thereto,  which  occafioned  another  very  warm  andi 
obllinate  debate,  but  the  queflion  being  pur.  Whe- 
ther io  agree  with  the  Committee  in  the  faid  amendment 
it  was  refolved  in  the  affirmative. 

Dijfentient, 
I .  ^TT^  H  E  ad:  commonly  called  the  Habeas  Corpus 
X  adl  is  admitted,  on  all  hands,  to  be  the  great 
bulwark  of  the  liberty  of  the  fubjed  :  And  there- 
fore, akho'  in  cafes  of  a6lual  rebellion,  and  intended 
invafion,  that  adt  has  been  at  times  before  fufpended, 
yet  it  was  done  fparingly,  and  by  degrees ;  and  the 
utmoft  term  unto  which  it  has  hitherto  been  fufpend- 
ed at  any  time,  has  been  the  term  of  fix  months  : 
Which  confideration  puts  us  under  a  very  melancholy 
apprehenfion  for  the  very  being  or  effed  of  that  ex- 
cellent law,  fince  the  prefent  fufpenfion  of  it  for  a 
year  or  more,  will  be  full  as  good  an  authority,  in 
point  of  precedent,  for  the  fjlpending  it,  on  another 
occafion,  for  the  term  of  two  years,  as  any  former 
precedent  is  now  for  the  prefent  fufpenfion  during 
one  year,  or  more. 

2.  The  deteilable  confpiracy,  which  occafions  the 
prefent  fufpenfion,  having  been  difcovered  and  figni- 
fied  to  the  city  of  London  about  five  months  fince» 
and  divers  ^erfons  impri;oned  for  it  a  confiderable 
time  paft,  we  cannot  but  conceive  it  to  be  highly 
unreafonable  to  fuppofe,  that  the  danger  of  this  plot, 
in  the  hands  of  a  faithful  and  diligent  minillry,  will 
continue  for  a  year  or  more  yet  to  come  ;  and  that 
in  fo  high  a  degree,  as  to  require  a  fufpenfion  of  the 

liberty 
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liberty  of  the  fubjed:  (for  fo  we  take  it  to  be)  during 
all  that  time. 

3.  His  Majefty  not  having  vifited  his  dominions 
abroad  thefe  two  laft  years,  will  very  probably  leave 
the  kingdom  the  next  fpring  to  that  end  ;  in  which 
time,  this  great  power  of  fufpedling  and  imprifoning 
the  fubjedls  at  will,  and  detaining  them  in  prifon  till 
the  24th  of  05foher  1723,  and  for  as  much  longer 
time,  as  till  they  can,  after  that,  take  the  benefit  of  the 
Habeas  Corpus  a6l  (if  they  can  then  do  it  all)  will 
be  lodged  in  the  hands  of  fome  our  fellow-fub- 
jedts,  who  we  are  not  fo  fure  will  be  above  all  pre- 
judices and  partialities,  as  we  are  that  his  Majefty 
will. 

. '  4.  This  weakens  the  provifions  made  for  the  Lords 
and  members  of  the  other  houfe  of  Parliament,  that 
they  fhall  not  be  committed,  or  detained,  fitting  the 
Parliament,  without  the  confent  of  the  houfes  ref- 
pectively,  fince  it  is  very  probable  the  Parliament 
will  not  be  fitting  the  greateft  part  of  the  time  for 
which  this  bill,  if  enadled,  will  continue  a  law  :  And 
fuch  is  the  weaknefs  of  human  nature,  that  we  can- 
not be  alTured,  but  that  the  apprehenfion  of  what 
may  befall  any  member  of  Parliament  while  the 
Parliament  is  nor  fitting,  may  have  fome  influence 
on  the  freedom  of  adling  in  Parliament. 

'-■•  5.  The  Diftatorial  power  was  always  ended,  or 
laid  down  immediately,  when  the  urgent  occafion  for 
it  was  over  ;  and  it  was  never  continued  much  longer, 
till  a  little  before  the  great  ftate,  from  which  all  o- 
thersdraw  fo  many  maxims  of  government,  loll:  its 
liberties. 


W.  Ebcr, 
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W.Ebor,  Scarf  dale  ^  Hay^ 

Craven^  Anglefey^  Bathurft^ 

Litchfield^  Osborn^  Aylesford^ 

Afhhirnham^  Trevory  Mafl:am, 

Cowper,  Bingley^  Uxbridge^ 

Strafford^  Cbefter^  Gcjoer. 
Guilford^ 

Then  the  bill'  was  read  *a  third  time  with  the  faid 
amendments,  and  pafied. 


J2J3 


Dijfentient^ 
Scar/dale, 
Cowpcr^ 
Oshorn^ 
Anglefeyy 
Majham^ 
LecbmerCy 


Litchfield^  Bathtirfty 

Gouoer^  Hay^ 

Uxhridge^  AJhhurnham^ 

Guilford^  Craven^ 

Bingley^  Strafford, 


The  principal  opponents   of  the   bill,  were  the  Reafonsa- 
Earls  of  Anglefey^  Coivper^  Strafford^  and  Coningshy^  l^ij"^  ^^ 
the  Lords  'trevcr^  Bathurft^  and  Bingley^  who  in  ge- 
neral reprefe*nted,  '  That  the  Habeas  Corpus  a6l  be- 
'  ing,  on  all  hands,  admitted  to  be  the  greateft  and 
'  ftrongeft  bulwark  of  Englijh  liberty,  it  did    not 

*  confift  with  the  wifdom  of  Parliament,  to  fufpend 
'  it  without  an  abfolute  neceffity.  That,  indeed,  ia 
'  cafes  of  aftual  rebellion,  or  intended  invafion,  that 

*  a6l  had  been,  at  times  before,  fufpended  •,  but  yet 

*  this  was  done  fparingly,  by  degrees,  and  never  for 

*  above  the  term  of  fix  months.  That  this  confi- 
'  deration  put  them  under  a  very  melancholy  appre- 

*  henfion,  for  the  very  being  or  effe6l  of  that  ex- 

*  cellent  law,  fince  the  fufpenfion  of  it  for  a  year, 
'  might  be  as  good  a  precedent  for  the  fufpend  ing  it, 

*  on  another  occafion,  for  the  term  of  two  years,  as 

*  any  former  precedent  was  now  for  the  prefent  fuf- 

*  penfion.     That  the  horrid  and  deteilable  confpi- 

*  racy,  v/hich  occafioned  this  fufpenfion,  having  been 

*  difcovered  and  notified  to  the  city  of  London  about 

<  five 
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*  five  months  before,  and  divers  of  the  confpirators 

*  imprifoned   for  it  a  confiderable  time  pail,  it  was 

*  very  unreafonable  to  fuppofe,  that  the  danger  of 

*  this  plot,  in  the  hands  of  an  able,  faithful,  and  di- 

*  ligent  miniftry,  would  continue  for  a  year  or  more 
'  yet  to  come,  and  that  in  fo  high  a  degree  as  to  re- 
'  quire  a  fufpenfion  of  the  liberty  of  the  fubjed,  for 

*  fo  they  took  the  Habeas  Corpus- Adl  to  be.    That, 

*  indeed,  their  juft  apprehenfions  v/ould,  in  great 
'  meafure  be  removed,  if  they  could  flatter  themfelves 

*  with  the  hopes,  that  his  Majeily,  on  whofe  known 

*  equity,  goodnefs,  and  clemency  they  intirely  de- 

*  pended,  would  remain  among  us  during  the  whole. 
'  time  of  this  fufpenfion:  But  that  his  Majefty  not 

*  having  vifited  his  dominions  abroad  thefe  two  laft 
'  years,  would  very  probably  leave  the  kingdoma  the 
'  next  fpring  to  that  end.     That  in  his  Majefty's 

*  abfence,  this  great  power  of  fufpedi'ng  and  im- 
'  prifoning  the  fubjcds  at  will,  and  detaining  them 

*  in  prifon  till  the  24Ch  of  O^ober  1723,  and  for  as 
'  much  longer  time  as  till  they  can  after  that,  take 

*  the  benefit  of  the  Habeas  Corpus- A^^  (if  they  could 

*  then  do  it  at  all)  v/ould  be  lodged  in  the  hands  of 

*  our  fellow  fubjeds,  who  could  not  be  fuppofed  to 

*  be  above  all  prejudices  and  partialities,  as  their 

*  Lordlhips  were  fure  his  Majefty  was ;  and  who, 
'  befides,  might  have  private  piques  and  refentments 

*  to  gratify.     That  this  bill  did,  in  efFed,  veil  the 

*  miniflers  with  an  authority  almofl  as  arbitrary  and 

*  extenfive  as  that  of  a  Roman  Diofaior^  fince  they 

*  might  infiid  even  on  innocent  perfons,  (who  fhould 

*  have  the  misfortune  to  difpleafe  them)  a  punifn- 
'  ment  of  above  a  year's  imprifonment,  which  comes 

*  little  fhort  of  death,  and  which  oftentimes  occafions 

*  it.  That  the  Di^iatorian  power  among  the  Romans^ 

*  was  always  ended  or  laid  down  immediately,  after 
'  the  occafion  for  which  it  was  given,  was  over ; 
'  and  it  was  remarkable,  that  it  was  never  continued 

*  much  longer,  till  a  little  before  the  Romayi  com- 

monwealth, 
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*  monwealth,  from  which  all  other  ftates,  draw  fo 

*  many  maxims  of  governm.cnt,  loft  its  liberties. 

*  That  fo  long  a  fufpenfion  of  the  Habeas  Corpus- 

*  J5f^  weakens  the  provifion  made  in  the  bill  for  the 

*  members  of  either  houfe  of  Parliament,  that  they 
'  Jhallnot  be  ccmmitted  or  detained^  fitting  the  Palia- 
■*  mcnt^  uritiUthematter  be  firft  communicated  and  the 

*  confent  obtained  of  the  houfes  refpeuiively^  fmce  it  is 
'  very  probable,  the  Parliament  will  not  be  fitting 
'  the  greatefl  part  of  the  time,  for  which  this  bill  was 

*  enadted,  would  continue  a  law ;  That  fuch  is  the 
'  weaknefs  of  human  nature  that  the  apprehenfion  of 

*  what  might  befall  a  member  of  Parliament  while 
'  the  Parliament  is  not  fitting,  might  have  fome  in- 

*  fiuence  on  the  freedom  of  Parliament.  And  upon 
'  the  whole  matter,    fmce  fo  long  ^fufpenfion  was 

*  liable  to  fo  many  inconveniencies^  they  thought  it 

*  advifable,  and  confiftent  with  the  ufual  prudence 

*  of  that  auguft  aflembly,  to  reduce  it  to  the  term 
'  of  fix  months;  at  the  end  of  which,  if  there  ap- 
'  peared  to  be  a  neceffity  for  it,  it  might  be  continued 

*  fix  months  longer,  as  was  done  before  in  this  very 

*  reign,  during  the  late  rebellion. 

The  Lords  Vifcounts  Harcourt  and  ^ownfoend, 
the  Lord  Carteret^  the  Dukes  of  Argyle^  Grafton^ 
Wharton^  and  Newcajlle^  and  fome  other  Peers,  re- 
moved the  objedioDS  raifed  either  againft  the  bill  it 
felf,  or  the  continuance  of  \i  for  a  whole  year.  The 
fubftance  of  their  arguments  was,  a  few  days  after, 
publilhed  as  follows. 

IN  the  prefent  uneafnefs^  which  is  very  naturri  to  ^^^^^^fj^^ 
Englijhmen^  upon  every  ftjpenf  on  oi' the  Habeas 
Corpus  ad  ;  (and  which  is  induftricufiy  and  artfully 
heightened,  upon  occafion  of  the  a^  pH  nowpa/Ted 
to  that  purpofe  -,)  it  is  not  enough  to  t^ll  them,  in 
general,  that  it  is  an  acf  abfolutely  neceffary  to  fecure 
ihem  from  ruin,  and  from  the  total  lofs  of  all  other 
a^s^  and  of  this  Habeas  Corpus  a6l  it  felf.     But,  it  is 

necefTary 
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neceflary  for  us  all,  before  we  can  or  ought  to  be  fa- 
tisfied  in  fo  important  a  point,  to  enter  carefully  into 
the  particular  queflions,  which  naturally  arife  upon 
this  fubjed  ;  and  which  muft  be  fifted  and  debated, 
before  any  one  who  loves  his  country  and  his  liberty, 
can  acquic fee. 

'  I.  Whether  it  be  fit,  upon  any  occafion  to  fuf- 
'  pend  the  ordinary  operation  of  the  Habeas  Corpus 
'  adl?  2.  Whether  there  be  any  reafon  fufficient  to 
'  make  it  fit  to  do  it  now  ?  3.  Whether  if  it  ought 
'  noiv  to  be  done,  it  ought  to  be  done  for  fo  long  a 
*  time  as  a  year  ? '  Thefe  take  in  every  thing  rela- 
ting to  the  point  in  hand. 

Th^firft  of  thefe  queflions  h2LS  been  refolved  con- 
llantly,  without  any  hefitation,  in  the  affirmative^  by 
the  wifdom  of  all  Far  It  anient  s^  ever  fince  the  making 
that  a6i.     Their  behaviour,  and  the  laws  made  by 
them,  have  ever  fliewed,  that  it  v/as  a  determined 
cafe  with  them,  that  upon  occafion  of  any  conspiracy 
again il  the /<^/^,  (the  execution  of  which  always  de- 
pends upon  the  perfons  of  the  confpirators,  and  the 
liberty  they  enjoy  to  advife  and  to  a6l)  it  was  ab- 
folutely  necefiliry  to  grant  to  the  executive  power, 
for  a  time,  a  right  to  apprehend  and  detain  the  per- 
fons of  fuch  as  lliouid  be  fufpecled  to  have  a  part  in 
it.     Odierwife,  they  always  argued,  there  muft  foon 
be  an  end  of  our  eftablifhment,  and  all  our  liberties; 
and  that  without  this,  the  Habeas  Corpus  a6t  it  felf 
muft  be  much  worfe  than  mere  dirty  parchment^  or 
wafte  paper :  for  it  muft  be  it  felf  the  very   inftru- 
ment,  and  immediate  occafion  of  that  ruin,  and  lofs 
of  liberty^  it  was  defigned  to  prevent.  Accordingly, 
feven  times^  fince  the  revolution^  has  that  a^  fuffered 
fufpenjion^  as  abfolutely  neceflary  to  the  prefervation 
of  the  a5l  it  M^,  and  all  the  privileges  of  it.     Seven 
times  have  our  predecejfors^  with  one  voice  in  Parlia- 
ment^ decreed  fuch  a  power  to  the  crovm^  for  the  pre- 
venting total  ruin.     And  this,  with  the  higheft  rea- 
fon ofjtate^  allowed  of  and  pradiced  upon,  by  all 

ilates 


A.  1722.  DEBATES.  257 

Hates  and  kingdoms-,  and  by  none  more,  than  where 
the  greateft  liberty  has  flourifhed,  wfcich  has  caufcd 
the  greateft  dread  of  lofmg  it. 

But  there  need  not  examples.     The  reafon  of  the 
thing  is  plain.     For  what  indeed  avails  it  to  have  a 
good  conjiitution^  if  there  be  not  in  that  conftitiitlon 
fomewhere  lodged  a  ■power  of  preferving  it  {€i{  by 
extraordinary  methods^  upon  extraordinary  occafions? 
What  imports  it,  to  have  a  roll  of  parchment y  called 
an  adl  of  Parliament  for  the  liberty  of  the  fuhjc^ ; 
if,  at  the  call  of  imminent  danger,  which  threatens 
the  deftrudtion  of  this  adb,  and  all  ads,  there  be  not 
a  power  lodged  and  exerted,  to  confine  the  perfo7ts  of 
fome^  that  the  perfons  of  all  may   not  fufFer  by  that 
liberty y  ^\\\d-\{\xQ\iconfpirator3  enjoy,  merely  by  virtue 
of  this  g51  ?    To  what  purpofe  will  be  afterwards 
to  a(k,  why  did  not  they  who  knew    of  thdtconfpi- 
ratorsy  and  who  were  t-.  guard  againft  them,  at  leaft 
confine  them  where  they  could  do  nomifehief?  The 
anfwer  muft  be,  becaufe  they  had  no  power  by  law 
to  do  it.     The  queftion  then  will  be  equally  in  vain, 
why  did  not  they  alk  and  demand  it  of  Parliament  ? 
Why,  becaufe  they  had  a  veneration  for  the  Habeas 
Corpus  ad,   the  darling  and  defence  of  the  people. 
The  next  voice  will  then  be  this.    Why  do  you  tell 
us  of  our  darling ^nd  our  defence  ?  Call  it  no  longer 
by  thofe  names;  it  is  our  poifon  and  riiin^  if  a  regard 
to  that  has  brought  deftmdion  upon  us,  and  prevent- 
ed the  meafures  which  alone  could  have  faved  us. 
We  are  now  dead^  for  fear  of  death  \  and  have  lojl 
this  a5iy  and  all  the  effect  of  it,  for  ever^   out  of  a 
fuperftitious  dread  of  fufiering  tray  tors  to  lofe  the  be- 
nefit of  it  for  "x  feafon. 

The  fecond  of  the  foregoing  quefiions  is  anfwered 
under  thtfirji.  It  only  depends  upon  this.  Whether 
there  be  in  fa^t^  3,  defign  of  introducing  a  Popijh 
prince^  at  the  hazard  of  all  that  is  valuable  to  Britons 
and  Protejiants^  now  going  on.  Whoever  doubts  of 
this  in  his  own  foul,  I  am  free  to  give  him  leave  to 

Vol.  VIII,  S  be 
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be  intirely  and  for  ever  difiatisfied  with  every 
thing  done  to  prevent  it ;  becaufe  I  am  confident 
no  one  can  doubt  it,  who  has  eyes^  or  ears^  or 
common  underftanding.  Whoever  does  not  doubt 
it,  can  no  more  doubt  of  the  reafonablenefs  of  fol- 
lowing the  ufual  method  chalked  out  to  us  by  all 
f  receding  Parliaments^  and  by  all  free  governments 
in  the  world.  After  what  the  King  has,  with  the 
urmoft  folemnity,  laid  before  the  Parliament^  it 
had  been,  in  my  poor  opinion,  much  more  fm- 
cere  and  becoming,  to  have  addreffed  him  in 
humble  manner,  and  begged  of  him  to  return  in 
peace  to  his  own  people  abroad,  than  to  have  de- 
layed one  hour  to  give  him  that  teftimony  of 
their  confidence,  and  thofe  afTurances  of  their  zeal, 
which  every  Parliament  fmce  the  revolution  had, 
upon  much  lefs  declarations,  given  to  his  prede- 
ceffcrs.  In  what  a  condition  indeed,  had  bis  and 
C'Ur  affairs  appeared  to  all  abroad,  if  they  had 
feen  the  Parliament  of  Britain  it  felf  cold  and  in- 
different in  fuch  a  caufe^  and  denying  their  pre- 
fent  Kin^  the  powers  neceffary  even  for  the  pre- 
fervation  of  his  own  life  againft  violence^  as  well 
as  of  the  whole  conilitution  againfl  ruin  ? 

But  the  third  queflion  creates  the  diiHculty, 
"why  for  fo  long  a  time,  as  a  whole  year?  Upon 
this,  it  is  worth  remembering,  that  there  was  no 
formal  contefi^  as  I  am  informed,  in  Parliament^ 
about  the  doing  the  thing  it  {t\i.  It  was  by  moit 
allowed,  or  fuppofed,  to  be  right  and  neceffary: 
though,  at  every  proper  place,  arguments  were 
thrown  in,  which  plainly  enough  --ihewed,  that 
there  lay  the  grief,  that  it  fhould  he  done  at  alL 
However,  to  gain  a  greater  number,  that  was  given 
up.  Some  would  confent  to  it  for  three^  fome 
for  four ^  and  fome  for^^.v  7nonths.  But  they  could 
not  poffibly  (fuch  was  their  love  to  their  country  f) 
Cbnfent  to  it  for  twelve  months.  When  I  heard 
-'thi^5  I  prefently.  thought  with  my  felf>  what? 
T--  Can 
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Can  thefe  perfons  truft  themfelves^  and  us^  and  ail 
thtiv  fellow-fubje£is^    in  the  hands  of  the  Minifiers 
for  7?;f  months  ?  And  is  it  fo  terrible  a  thing  to  do 
it  for  Jix  months  more  ?    If  they  can  be   fafe  and 
fecure  in  this  for  the  firft  Jtx  months^  and  the  con- 
dition of  affairs  requir'^s    it,    furely  they  may   be 
fafe  for  the  laft  fix   months  ?    If  fuch  mifery  and 
calamity  be  in  the  matter ;    fuch  horror  and  dread, 
that  the  government  by  the  bo'-uv-Jtring  is  better  •, 
why  is  it  con  fen  ted  to  for  fix  months ;    why  for 
four   months  ?     Nay,    why   for  one  ?  But   if  Jix 
months  can  be  reafonably  allowed,  ht  us  try  whe- 
ther another  fix  months  may  not  be  as  reafonable.  ] 
No.     It  is  too  much  j    it  is  too  long  to  truft  fuch 
a  power.     I  grant  it  *,    tivehe  months  is  too  long,  a 
time.     So  isT/;^'  months.     So  is  four  months.     So  is 
four  days.     But  if  twelve  months  be  neceifary  ;    if 
the  occafion   requires  and  demands  liach  a  time  •,  ic 
is  juft  as  fittings    as  twelve  days.^    or  twelve  hours. 
It  is  a  pain  and  a  grief  to  think  of  doing  it  at  all. 
No   EngUfbman  can  con  lent  to  it,  but  with  reluc- 
tance.     But  to  none  can^it  be  half  fo  pungent,    or 
half  fo  une^y,    as  to  thofe  who  are  to  execute  it, 
(if  neceflity  calls  them  to  it,J  uniefs  they  are  mon- 
fters,  void  of  all  concern,  and  hardened  into  ftone. 
if  this  were  tht  fpring  time  of  the  year,  there  is 
no   one  I  believe,    who   would   have   afked,    and 
no  one  who  would  have  confented  to  give,    more 
thanyfx  months y   becaufc  that  fpace  of  time   would 
take  in  all  the  fummer^   and  reach  down  towards 
the   meeting   of  the  Parliament   again :  And   the 
jummer  being  the  time  always  of  the  greateft  dan- 
ger,   that  would  be  provided  for  *,    and  the  feffion 
would  come  on  time  enough  to  make  farther  pro- 
vifion,   if  neeeifary.     This  is  the  cafe  at  prefent. 
There  is  a  certainty  of  a   more  refolute  defign, 
(with   feveral   perfons   of  note  adlually  embarked 
in   it,)   than   perhaps  has   ever   yet  been   known. 
Tfe^e  muft  be  a  provifion  a^  prefent ^  becaufe  the 
S  2  defign 
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defign  is  at  prefent  working,  far  from  being  at  an 
end.  Put  the  cafe  now,  that  this  new  law  were 
to  take  effetl:  but  for  four  or  fix  months^  and  that 
at  the  end  of  that  term  the  Minifters  were  to  re- 
prefent  the  neceflity  of  prolonging  it,  (as  was  pro- 
pofed  by  fome^)  if  any  fuch  neceflity  fhould  then 
appear.  Not  to  mention  the  difficulties,  and  ca- 
vils, objections  and  outcries,  which  would  then  be 
raifed  afrefh ;  are  we  fuch  flrangers  to  the  cunning 
and  dexterity  of  fuch  confpirators^  as  to  doubt  that 
all  care  would  be  taken  to  hufh  every  thing  into 
peace  and  quiet  •,  that  every  mouth  would  be  taught 
not  to  open  too  loud  j  much  more  every  hand 
not  to  ftir,  during  that  four  ov  fix  months 'y  and 
that  there  might  be  Cuch  d.  difcipline  and  manage- 
ment exercifed,  that,  if  it  were  fit  to  keep,  or  to 
call  the  Parliament  together,  the  Minifters  Ihould 
not  have  it  in  their  power  to  demonftrate  clearly 
that  there  was  any  fuch  mark  of  difturbance  llir- 
ring,  or  any  fuch  treafons  ftill  vifihle^  as  would  be 
fufficient  to  urge  the  continuance  of  this  aEi, 
But  as  foon  as  that  term  expired,  and  the  time 
for  a^ion  came,  what  would  they  do,  or  what 
.would  they  not  do,  when  it  would  be  fafe  for 
them  to  exert  themfelves  again,  and  they  could 
have  the  benefit  of  this  habeas  corpus  ad  to  elude 
any  confinement  ? 

.  But,  it  is  faid,  precedents  are  againft  you.  This 
fufpenfwn  never  yet  was  made  for  fo  long  a  time. 
It  may  be  fo  •,  though  07ie  was  continued  to  nine 
months^  pretty  near  this.  But  precedents  are  on 
the  fide  of  this  material  part  of  the  provifion, 
that  the  feafon  in  which  the  Parliament  was  not 
fitting,  was  always  the  feafon  taken  care  of.  In 
this,  precedents  lead  us.  And  the  reafon  is,  be- 
caufe  the  execution  of  fuch  defigns  is  generally  in 
that  feafon.  No  one  ever  pretended  that  a  fuf- 
penfwn io^fix  or  nine  months  was  a  precedent  for  a 
fufpenfion  tor  twelve  months :  nor  xherefore  can 
-h  ^  '  the 
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the  prefent  fufpenjion  for  cne  year^  ever  be  a  prece- 
dent for  a  fufpenfwn  hereafter  for  two  years  ;  as 
fome  would  feem  to  fear,  though  there  be  an  ah- 
furdity  in  the  very  fuppofition.  But  the  care  in 
former  fufpenfions^  to  guard  againft  danger  in  that 
part  of  the  year  when  the  Parliament  would  not  be 
fitting,  was  juftly  affirmed  to  be  a  precedent  for 
the  fame  care  in  the  prefent  fufpenfwn ;  which 
could  not  have  been  (hewn,  without  extending 
the  term  through  the  fv.mmer.  Accordingly,  ic 
is  impofTible  that  extending  the  prefent  ad  to  the 
fummer  can  be  a  precedent  any  farther,  than  for 
taking  care  of  the  interval  between  feffion  and 
feffion. 

Seven  times  has  this  a6l,  in  the  fame  form, 
pafied,  but  never  with  more  certain  and  undoubt- 
ed neceflity,  than  at  prefent.  It  always  guarded 
againft  the  danger  of  the  fummer  :  and  this  cannot 
do  the  fame^  without  remaining  in  force  for  a 
year.  If  it  be  a  melancholy  thing  to  think  of 
fiich  a  fufpenfon^  whom  muft  Englifljmen  thank 
for  fuch  an  evil^  but  thofe  who  by  their  repeated 
defigns  make  it  abfolutely  necellary  ?  Whom  muft 
they  curfe,  if  fuch  defigns  had  prevailed  for  want 
of  a  fufpenfwn^  but  an  adminifiration  that  would 
not  contend  for  it  ?  It  may  be  abufed,  without 
doubt ;  there  is  a  pojfibility  of  that.  But  there  is 
a  probability  it  will  not.,  becaufe  it  never  has  made 
matter  for  fo  much  as  one  complaint,  under  the 
feven  foregoing  trials  •,  and  for  a  ftronger  reafon, 
becaufe  it  is  evidently  perfonal  dejlru^iion  to  thofe 
Minijlersy  who  attempt  to  abufe  it.  But  the  poffi- 
bility  of  fuch  abufe  is  no  argument  againft  the  ne- 
celTity  of  extraordinary  methods  -,  and  is  greatly 
outweighed  by  the  certainty  or  high  probability  of 
confufion  firft,  and  ruin  afterwards,  without  it. 
Nor  can  I  compare  this  dread  of  preventing  a 
prefent  ruin  by  a  method^  which  has  in  it  the  bare 
poflibility  of  being  abufed.,    to  any  thing  better, 

S  3  than 
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than  to  the  temper  of  a  man,  who,  hearing  the 
main  beam  of  his  houfe  crack,  and  feeing  it  all 
yielding  and  tumbling  upon  his  head,  refolves  not 
to  efcape  out  of  it  too  rafhly,  becaufe  it  is  barely 
poffihle  that  a  tile  may  fall  from  the  top  of  the 
houfe  upon  his  head.  Something  mull  be  hazarded  , 
ro  fave  all-^  and  when  the  whole  is  in  danger,  a 
fart  muft  not  have  all  our  care.  A  power  to  fave 
is  always  in  fome  degree  a  power  to  hurt,  A  power 
to  do  good  always  carries  with  it  a  power  (though 
not  a  right)  to  do  evil.  But  power  muft  be  truft- 
ed  fomewhere  upon  fuch  occafions :  and  they  truft 
it  moft  reafonably,  who  truft  it  for  a  feafon  of 
neceflity  only,  where  felf- inter  eft  and  felf  prefer- 
vat  ion  forbid  the  abufe  of  it.  I  fay,  felf  prefer- 
vation.  For  it  is  at  their  own  peril,  that  the  Mi- 
Tiifters  acft  under  fuch  a  law :  and  they  muft  know 
aiTuredly,  that  if  there  be  the  leaft  abufe  of  the 
power  given  them,  through  malice  or  wantonnefs^ 
at  their  hands  it  will  be  required  ;  and  at  the  end 
of  the  term  allowed,  the  men  themfelves,  who 
vefted  this  power  in  them,  will  meet  together  with 
as  great  an  indignation  againft  them^  and  refolution 
to  deftroy  them^  as  they  now  have  fhewn  with 
regard  to  the  confpirators.  There  is  a  day  of  rec^ 
honing.  This  is  fecurity  enough,  even  in  the  opi- 
nion of  thofe  who  can  think  a  Miniftry  vile  enough 
without  it,  to  be  wicked  merely  for  wickednefs 
fake.  And  the  fecurity  is  the  fame,  as  well  in  the 
iihfence  of  his  Majefty  (which  fome  have  been 
pleafed  unnecefTarily  to  fuppofe,  to  heighten  their 
argument')  as  in  his  prefence.  For  as  a  King  of 
Great  Britain.^  though  prefent^  is  never  fuppofed 
to  adl,  but  by  his  Minifters,  and  they  are  account- 
able for  all  that  is  done ;  fo,  in  his  abfence,  if 
there  can  be  a  difference,  they  are  much  more,  but 
without  doubt,  equally^  accountable  ;  no  other  cha- 
raSier  that  ^an  be  given  them,  altering  at  all  their 
mnifterial  office,    or  rendering  them  at^all  the  lefs 

free 
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free  from  the  apprehenfion  and  awe^Ql",,^^-fr/i^- 
mentary  inquiry.  .„,'.,•     .! 

But  why  fo  much  zeal  againft  this  length  of 
time,  when  it  cannot  Ihev/  it  felf  without  grofs 
felf-contradidlion  ?  They  who  make  this  obje^fion 
from  a  fuppofed  ahfence^  themfelves  profefs  a  rea- 
dinefs  to  continue  this  ad  into  the  fummer^^  if  ne- 
cefHiry;  which  is  liable  to  the  fame  objedion. 
And  they  who  think  this  a5i  To  fecure  from  abufe, 
while  a  Parliament  is  fitting  to  keep  power  in 
awe,  cannot  but  know  that  the  Parliamenf  mult 
meet  again  at  the  end  of  this  term;  and  that 
there  is  in  truth  as  efteclual  and  as  beneficial  an 
awe^  from  the  certainty  that  it  m/^  meet  ihen^  as 
from  the  feeing  it  met  nozv. 

On  Fridayy  the  12th  diy  o^  Oclober,  the  houfe 
of  Lords  prefented  the  following  addrefs  to  his 
Majefty. 

Mofl  gracious  Sovereign, 

WE  your  Majefty's  mod  dutiful  and  loyal  ^^f Jf^^/ 
fubjeds,    the   Lords  fpiritual  and  tern-  to  the  King, 

*  poral  in  Parliament  aficmbled,  humbly  return 
'  your  Majefty  the  thanks  of  this  houfe  for  your 

*  Majefty's  moft  gracious  fpeech  from  the  throne, 

<  and  for  communicating  to  your  Parliament  the 
'  dangerous  defigns  formed,  and  ftill  carrying  on, 
'  againft  your  Majefty's  moft  facred  perfon  and 
'  government,  in  favour  of  a  popifti  preterxler. 

'  We    cannot    fufHciendy   exprefs   our    detefta- 

*  tion  and  abhorrence  thereof,  or  our  juft  indig- 
'  nation  againft  all  fuch  as  have,    by  any  means 

*  whatfoever,    traitcroufly  endeavoured  to  alienate 

*  the  affedions  of  your  Majefty's  good   fubjedsj 

<  or,  by  malicioufly  fomenting  any  of  their  late 
V  difcontents,    however  occafioned,    to  raife  them 

*  to  a  f^irit  oi  rebellion.  j^  ^^^  . 
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*  We  think  our  felves  in  duty  bound,  on  this 

*  occafion,    to  declare  our  very  great  fatisfadtion 

*  in  the  wife  meafures  taken  by  your  Majefly, 
'  which,  ^  by  the  bleffing  of  God,    hath  hitherto 

*  difappointed  the  treafonable  proje6ls  of  all  your 

*  enemies,  and   happily   preferved   the  peace   and 

*  tranquility  of  the  kingdom. 

'  Could  the  enemies  of  our   peace  have  procur- 

*  ed  a  foreign  force  to  invade    us,    and,    by    fuch 

*  affiftance,  a  rebellion  to  have  been  raifed  in  the 
'  heart  of  your  kingdom,  though  we  afifure  our 
*•  felves  fo  defperate  an  attempt  muft  have  ended 

*  in  their  own   deftru6lion,    it  is   not   yet  to  be 

*  doubted,    but   that  the   city  of  London^    whofe 

*  wealth   and    influence   have   been    fo    conilantiy 

*  employed  in  oppofing  popery  ahd  arbitrary 
'  power,    would   have   felt   the   utmoft  efforts  of 

*  their  fury,  and  the  kingdom  been  made  a  fcene 

*  of  bloodfhed  and  confufion. 

*  Such  of  your  Majefty's  good  fubjefts,  as  may 

*  have  been  unwarily  mifled  at  fo  critical  a  junc- 

*  ture,  muft  now  plainly  difcern  the  difference  bc- 
'  tween   thofe  great  calamities,  from   which,  by 

/  the   blefiing  of  God,    they   have   been   hitherto 
i-i.  *  prefe  ved,   and  the  imaginary  dangers  with  which 
10  *  they  have  been  induftrioufly  amufed. 
•    .•    '  We  cannot  but  acknowledge  with  moft  grate- 

*  ful  hearts,  the  ineftimable  blefllngs  we  have 
.-,,:''  enjoyed  under  your  Majefty's  government  dur- 
.    *  ing  th^  ^yhole  courfe  of  your  reign  ;    and  return 

'-  your   Majefty   our   moft    unfeigned   thanks   for 

*  your    Majefty 's    moft   gracious   declaration,    on 
_    .          *  which    we    intirely  depend,    that   your  Majefty 

^iVosMj^ori*  will  fteadily  adhere  to  our  conftitution  in  church 

-'^^J^^^  3r[>*  and  ftate,    and  continue  to  make   the  laws   of 

'*      ry-^  the  -realm  the  rule  and  meafure  of  all  your  ac- 

,  r*  tions.  -  And  we  humbly  beg  leave  to  affure  your 

Si;-'  Majefty    of  our  moft    unftiaken   fidelity  ^    and 

ito':tM:V^e  will,  to  the  uUiiofL.of  onr  power,  on.  all 

^:\6h<l  '  occa- 
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'  occafions,  ftand  by  and  aflin;  your  Majefty,  a- 
*  gainft  all  your  enemies  whatfoever,  both  at 
'  home  and  abroad,  in  maintenance  of  your  Ma- 
'  jelly's  undoubted  right  and  tide  to  the  imperial 
'  crown  of  this  realm. 

His  MAJESTY'S  mod  gracious  Answer. 

-     My  Lords, 

T  thank  you  for  this  loyal  and  dutiful  addrefs.     So  The  King's 

feafonable  a  mark  of  your  zeal  and  affe^ion  will 
he  of  the  greateft  fervice  at  this  critical  jun^ure^ 
and  lay  me  under  the  flri^Ufl  obligation  to  ufe  the 
confidence  you  repofe  in  me  to  no  other  ends^  than  the 
frefervation  of  the  public  tranquillity^  and  of  the 
rights  and  liberties  of  my  'people. 

The  Speaker  of  the  Commons,  and    the  other  ^/°J^^^'"^ 
members,    having  fpent  the  fittings  of  the   nth,  mons. 
1 2  and    1 3th  of  Otlober  in  qualifying  themfelves, 
by  taking  the  oaths,  and  making  and  fubfcribing 
the   declaration  and  oaths  of  abjuration,  according 
to  the  laws  made  for  thofc  purpofes,  the  houfe  be- 
gan, on  Monday  the  1 5th,  to  enter  upon   bufinefs ; 
appointed   and   ordered  the    fitting  of   the  grand 
Committees     for     religion^    grievances^    courts    of 
jufitce^    tradc^    and    privileges  and  elections',    and 
made    the    ufaal   (landing   orders  and  regulations. 
It  is  to  be  obferved,  that  when  they    came  to  the 
Committee  of  privileges  and    eledions,  Mr.  //«/- 
chefon  moved,  that  it  fliould  confifl  of  36,  01*  fuch  ^if^ 
other  number  oi  fde5l  members  as  the  houfe  fhould  tAxMuuht^ 
think  fit,  who  fhould  be  empowered   to  hear,  try,  {"Jg^'g^jJ. 
and  determine  the  merits  of  eledlions  ;    and  that  no  mitteeofe- 
other  members,    but  fuch  as  were   chofen    by  the  J;^°"'* 
houfe,  might  have   votes  in   the   faid   Committee. 
He  was    feconded    by    Mr.  Winnington    Jefferys^ 
who,  in  a  long  and  learned  fpeech,    Ihewed  that 
this  had  been  the  conftant  ufage  and  pradlice  both 

before 
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before  and  after  Queen  Elizabeth's  time,    and  that 

it  had  never  been  otherwife,    till  the  Jong  Parlia* 

ment  in   1641,    when   all   things   were  in  confu- 

fion  ;  but  neverthelefs  Mr.  Hutcbefon^s  motion  was 

dropt. 

Detatea-        Mr.  Speaker  having    afterwards    reported    the 

drd-sof  ^^'  ^^"S's  fpeech   to  both  houfes,  William  PuUeney^ 

thanks,  ©"<:.  Efq*,  flood  up,  and  in  a  long  and  eloquent  fpeech, 

made  a  lively  reprefentation  of  the    '  difmal   con- 

'  fequence  of  the   horrid  plot,    if  it  had  pleafed 

*  the  divine  providence  that  it  had  not  been  time- 
'  ly  difcovered;    and    moved    for   an  addrefs  of 

*  thanks,    on  the  feveral  heads  of  his   Majefty's 

*  fpeech,  particularly  to  congratulate  his  Majefty 
'  on  the  timely  difcovery  of  the  dangerous  and 
'  unnatural  confpiracy  againfl  his    Majefty's   per- 

. '  fon  and  government ;  to  exprefs  the  juft  detefta- 
'  tion  and  abhorrence  his  faithful  Commons  had 
'  of  all  fuch  traiterous  praflices  j    and  their  indig- 

*  nation   and  refentment  againft  the    authors  and 

*  contrivers  of  them,  ^c'  This  was  feconded 
by  Mr.  Boddington  Buhb^  and  by  the  general  af- 
fent  of  the  houfe  -,  only  Mr.  Shippen  moved,  that 
to  the  paragraph,    *  alluring  his    Majefty   that  his 

*  faithful  Commons  would  enable  him  effedually 

*  to  fupprefs  all  remaining  fpirit  of  rebellion,'  thefe 
words  might  be  added,  'ivith  due  regard  to  the  li- 
herty  of  the  fuhjetly  the  ccnftittttion  in  church  and 
fiate^  and  the  laws  now  in  force.  He  was  fecond- 
ed by  Sir  JVilliam  Wyndham  •,  but  Mr.  Pulteney 
replied,  '  That  fuch  a  claufe  would   be  injurious 

*  to  the  King,  fmce  it  would  look  like  making  a 
^  condition  or  bargain  with  his  Majefty,  and  tacit- 
'  iy  imply,  either  that  the  laws   had  already  been 

*  infringed,    or   that   the   Commons    were  jealous 

*  left  his  Majefty  fhould,  for  the  future  break  in 
' '  upon  the  conftitution  :  Therefore  inftead  of  the 
>l'faid  claufe  he  propofed,  that  at  the  latter  end  of 
if  tb€  addrefs,  they  ftiould  return  his  Majefty  t^eip 
-inoO  '  thanks 
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'  thanks  for  his  moft  gracious  declaration,  that 
'  he  would  preferve  the  conilitution  in  church  and 

*  ftate,  and  continue  to  make  the  laws  of  the 
«  realm,  the  rule  and  meafure  of  ail  his  anions.* 
This  was  feconded  by  Mr.  Tonge  *,  and  then  the 
queftion  being  put,  which  of  the  two  claufes  Ihould 
be  made  part  of  the  addrefs,  it  was  carried  for 
Mr.  Pulteney^s  claufe,  without  any  divifion.  Af- 
ter this  a  Committee  was  appointed  to  draw  up 
the  faid  addrefs  ^  which  being,  the  next  day  re- 
ported and  agreed  to,  was,  on  fVednefday  the   1 7th, 

*prefented  to  his  Majefty   by  the  whole  hjoufe,    as 
follows,  viz, 

Moft  gracious  Sovereign^ 
'  TX/^y^^^^  Majefty's  moft  dutiful   and  loyal  Addrefs  of 

*  *'  VV     f^ibjecls,  the  Commons  of  Great-Britain  mons  t^thc 
^  in  Parliament  afTcmbled,  beg  leave  to  return  our  ^^"2- 

'  humble  thanks  to  your  Majefty  for  your  moft 
'  gracious  fpeech  from  the  throne, 

'  It  is  with  hearts  full  of  joy  we  approach  your 
^  facred  perfon  to  congratulate  your  Majefty,  that, 
'  by  the  bleffing  of  God,  the  defigns  of  your  ene- 
^  mies  have  hitherto  been  happily  fruftrated  and 
'  difappointed. 

'  We  cannot  fuiHciently  acknowledge  your  Ma* 
'  jefty's  care  and  vigilance,  and  the  wife  and  pru- 

*  dent  meafures  you  have  taken  for  our  fafety,  in 
'  ordering  the  encampment  of  the  troops,  and 
'  fending  for  fuch  others  from  Ireland  as  were 
'  thought  further  neceffary  for  the  peace  and  quiet 
'  of  this  kingdom.  And  it  is  the  greateft  fatis- 
'  faction  to  us,  to  fee  the  readincfs  of  your  Ma- 
'  jelly's  good  friends  and  allies,  the  States-General^ 
^*  to  aiTift  you  with  a  good  body  of  forces,  if  there 
*'  had  been  occafion. 

But  among  all  the  fteps  taken   for   the  fafety  of 

^  «  your  Majefty  and  the  kingdom,    none  can  pof- 

•^  fibly  equal  that  of  the  fpeedy  calling  your  loyal 

^^^'  '  Com- 
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*  Commons  together  in  Parliament,  who  are  met> 

*  determined  with  the  utmoft  unanimity  and  zeaU 
'  to  do  every  thing  in  their  power  for  the  prefer- 

*  vation   of  your  Majefty's    moft    facred    perfon : 

*  Nor  can  lefs  be  expedled  from  the  gratitude  and 
'  affedlion  of  a  free  people,  fenfible  that,  through 
'  the  whole  courfe  of  your  reign,  no   innovation 

*  has  been  attempted  in  our  holy  religion,  nor  the 
'  leaft  incroachment    made    upon    the    liberty    or 

*  property  of   any  of  your  fubjedls,    and  that  the 

*  full  enjoyment  of  all  that  is  dear  and  valuable  to 

*  them  is    intirely    owing  to  your  Majefty's  go- 

*  vernment. 

'  Though  the  enemies  to  our  happy  eftablifh- 
'  ment  fhould  have  malice  and  boldnefs  enough, 
^  ftill  to  be  carrying  on  their  traiterous  defigns, 
'  yet  we  are  perfuaded   that  all  uneafmefs  and  ap- 

*  prehenfions  will  vanifh,  when  your  faithful  Com- 
'  mons  affure  your  Majefty,  that  they  will  enable 
'  you  efFedtually  to  fupprefs  all  remaining  fpirit  of 
'  rebellion. 

'  If  neither  the  facred  obligation   of  the  moil 

*  folemn  oaths,  nor  the  certain  mifery  they  muft 

*  bring   upon  their  country,    who    would  attempt 

*  to  overturn  this  government,  can  deter  them 
,  '  from  fuch  defperate  undertakings :  If  there  be 
"  *  any  of  your  Majefty's  fubjeds,  who  are  fo  aban- 

*  doned,  as  to  be  ready  to  exchange  the  proteftant 

*  religion  for  popery,  and    liberty  for  flavery,  yet 

*  we  hope  the  vigoi:ous  refolutions  of  a   loyal  and 

*  dutiful  Parliament  will  convince  them  of  the 
'  danger,    as  well  as  folly,    of  fuch  an  attempt  ; 

*  and  fliew  the  whole  world,  that  the  generality 
f  and  befl  part  of  your  people  are  fo  far  from 
'giving  any  invitation  to  foreign  powers  to  in- 
^  vade  us,  that  they  will,  with  their  lives  and  for- 
'  tunes,  fupport  your  Majefty  againft  all  your  ene- 
^  mics  at  home  and  abroad. 
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*  We  cannot  therefore  exprefs  too  great  an  ab- 

*  horrence  of  fuch  unnatural    pradices,    nor    too 

*  great   an   indignation    againft   thofe  who    would 

*  have  made   the  capital  of  this  Piourifhing   king- 

*  dom  a  fcene  of  blood  and  defolation.  Wicked 
'  men!  While  they  have  the  malice  to  revile  your 
'  government,    and  attempt  to  overturn   it,   at  the 

*  fame  time  have  the  infolence  to  depend  upon  the 

*  clemency  of  it    for    their   fecurity  :    While  they 

*  are  endeavouring  to  deflroy  all  hberty,  they  are 
'  clamouring  that  a  few  of  them  are,  for  the  pu- 

*  blic  fafety,  confined  :  While  they  are  attempt- 
'  ing  to  deflroy  all  propety,    they  are  murmuring 

*  at  the  necefTary  taxes  given   to  your  Majefly  for 

*  the  fecurity  of  it :    And  while  they  adl  againtt 

*  all  law  themfelves,  they  truft,  and  are  confident, 

*  that  even  in  their  own  cafes  the  laws  of  the  realm 
«  will  be  the  rule  and  meafure  of  your  adions. 

'  We  beg  leave  to  acknowledge,    with  great  gra- 

*  titude,  your  Majefty's  goodnefs,    in  affuring  us, 

*  that  notwithflanding  the   traiterous    pradices    of 

*  your  enemies  have  made  the  increafe  of  the  an- 
^  nual  expence  necefTary,  yet  care  will  be  taken, 
'  that  the  fupplies  to  be  afked  for  the  year  enfuing, 
'  fhall   very  little  exceed  what  was  given  for  the 

*  fervice  of  the  lafl. 

'  And  we  afTure  your  Majefly,  that  we  will  not 
'  only  make  good  the  extraordinary  expences  that 
'  have  been  ahxady   incurred,    but  will,     with  all 

*  chearfulnefs,  grant  whatever  fhall  be  necefTary 
'  for  the  fafety  of  the  kingdom  ;  being  intirely 
'  convinced  that  we  can  by  no  other  means  reflore 

*  public  credit,    and  enable  ourfelves   to   attempt 

*  the  gradual  redudion  of  the  great  national  debt 

*  (with  a  flrid  regard  to  parliamentary  faith)  than 

*  by  doing  every  thing  in  our  power  for  the  fup- 
'  port  of  your  Majefty's  government,  and  our 
'  happy  eflaiifhn:ient  in  your  royal  family/ 
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«  And  we  do  with  all  humility  return  your  Ma- 

*  jefty  our  unfeigned  thanks  for  your  moil  gracious 
'  declaration,  on  which  we  intirely  rely,  that  your 

*  Majefty  will  fleadily  adhere  to  our  conftitution  in 

*  church  and  ftate,  aud  continue  to  make  the  laws 

*  of    the   Realm  the    rule  and  meafure  of   your 

*  adions.* 

To  this  addrefs  the  King  returned  this  gracious 
anfwer. 

Gentlem.en, 
The  Kins*s  T  Return  you  my  hearty  thanks  for  this  very  dutiful 
*^^^^*  X  ^'**^  %^^  addrefs.  The  fcafonahU  declarations  sf 
your  zeal  and  affection  to  njy  per  fan  and  government^ 
will^  I  doubt  not^  contribute  very  much  to  the  tranquil- 
lity and  fafety  of  the  kingdom  ,  and  as  I  fj all  always 
look  upon  my  own^  and  the  interefi  of  my  people^  to  be 
infepcrable^  you  may  be  ajfured  I  fhall  make  no  ufe  of 
any  power  or  confidence  that  my  faithful  Commons  JJj all 
place  in  me^  but  in  fupport  of  the  conjlitution^  and  in 
maintenance  of  the  rights  and  liberties  of  my  people. 

On  Monday^  the  15th,  after  the  Commons  had 
agreed  to  Mr.  FuJtenef^  motions  for  the  addrefs,  fe- 
veral  orders  were  made  for  warrants  to  be  ifllied  out 
for  the  elcding  new  members  ;  and  then  Mr.  Juilice 
Tracy y  and  Mr.  Baron  Frice  brought  down  from  the 
Lords  to  the  Commons,  the  bill^  intitled,  An  aut  to 
empower  his  Majefty  to  fecure  and  detain  fuch  perfons 
as  his  Majefly  fhall  fufpe5f  are  confpiring  againft  his 
per f on  and  government  \  which,  upon  Mr.  Walpole^s 
motion,  was  immediately  read  the  firft  time,  and 
Pebateabout  ^rder  to  bc  read  a  fecond  time,  the  next  morning. 

thefufpenfi- 

iLLi  Cor.      Accordingly,  on  Tuefday  the  i6th,  the  faid  bill 
the  hlufeof"^^^  read  a  fecond  dme,  and  a  motion  being  made, 
Commons,  and  the  queftion  put  thereupon,  that  ic  be  commit- 
ted 
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ted  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole  houfe,  the  fame  was 
oppofed  by  Mr.  C^fai\  who,  in  a  long  fpeech,  re-  ' 
prefented  the  dangerous  confequenccs  of  a  fufpenfion 
of  the  Habeas  Corpus  aSi^  to  the  rights  and  liberties 
of  EngUjh  men.  He  was  feconded  by  Mr.  Hun- 
gerford\  hvxyiv.  Bromley  faid  thereupon,  '  That 
'  the  chief  objection  againft  this  bill  being  in  point 

*  of  time,  and  whether  i\\q  fiifperi/ion  was  to  continue 

*  fix  or  twelve   months  \    it  was  more   proper  to 

*  debate  it  in  a  Committee  than  in  a  houfe,  and 
^  therefore  he  was  for  committing  it : '  Which,  after 
fome  fmall  oppofition,  was  carried  without  dividing. 
The  houfe  being  immediately  refolved  into  that 
Committee,  and  the  right  honourable  the  Earl  of 
Hertford  placed  in  the  chair,  Mr.  Spencer  Cowper 
flood  up,  and  opened  the  debate,  fuggefting  among 
other  things,  '  That  he,  and  all  his  family,  had 
'  come  as  early  and  as  readily  into  the  revolution, 
'  and  on  all  occafions,  had  appeared  as  zealous  for 

*  the  prefent  happy  fettlement,  as  any  one :    But  yet 

*  he  could  not  be  of  opinion  to  truft  the  liberties 
'  of  the  people  in  the  hands  of  any  mini- 
'  flry,  for  fo  long  a  time  as  above  a  year.     That 

*  neither  in  King  fFilliam^s  nor  Queen  Anneh  reigns, 

*  nor   flnce  his  prefent  Majefly's   acceffion  to  the 

*  Throne,  even  in  times  of  open  and  adiual  rebel- 
'  lion,  the  Habees  Corpus  a5f^  had  ever  been  fuipend- 
'  ed  for  above  fix  m.onths ;  and  therefore  he  moved, 

*  that  the  ipvt^'cnt  fufpenfion  might  be  limited  to  that 
'  term.*  He  was  feconded  and  backed  by  Mr.  ^;72f/i7, 
and  Sir  Jofeph  Jekyll  Mailer  of  the  rolls,  who  added, 

*  That  if  at  the  end   of  thofe  fix  months  there  ap- 

*  peared  to  be  a  neceflity  for  a  farther  fufpenfion,  he 

*  fhould,  and  he  doubted  not  but  the  whole  houfe 

*  would  readily  come  into  it.*  They  were  an- 
fwered  by  the  Atrorney  General,  who  to  fhew  the 
nccefilty  of  the  fufpenfion  for  a  whoJe  year  faid  a- 
ttiong  other  things,    *  That  -the  prefent  confpiracy 

■'tir.':    '  "      ':::■....  ..  «•  being        ••-•^ 


272  Parliamentary.      A.  lyzz, 

'  being  laid  deep,  fpreading  far  and  wide,  and  con- 
'  filling  of  feveral  branches,  it  required  a  great  deal 

*  of  time  to  unrave],  and  make  a  full  difcovery  of 

*  it.'  Mr.  WoYJley  having  anfwered  him,  he  was 
replied  to  by  Sir  Wilfred  Lawfon^  in  a  long  and 
warm  fpeech  ;  after  which  the  debate  was  continued 
between  Mr.  Hungerford^  Mr.  Winnington  Jeffreys^ 
Mr.  Hutchefon  and  Mr.  Sloper^  who  ftickled  for  Mr. 
Cowper*s  motion,  and  Mr.  Pultemy^  Mr.  Tonge^  and 
Mr.  Pelham^  who  were  for  agreeing  to  the  bill  without 
amendments.  Atiaft,  Roi?,Walpole,E{q',  laid  before  the 
affembly  fome  parricularsofthe  deteftable  and  dange- 
rous confpiracy,  which  for  fome  time  pad  had  been,  and 
was  ilill  carrying  on,  for  the  utter  fubverfion  of  the 
prefent  happy  fetdement.  He  faid,  among  other 
things,  '  That  this  wicked  defign  was  formed  about 

*  Chrijhnafs  laft  ;    that  the  confpir.ators  had  at  firft, 

*  made  application  to  fome  Potentates  abroad,  for 
'  an  afliflance  of  5000  men  ;    that   being  denied, 

*  they  afterwards  (about  the  month  of  April)  made 
'  farther  application  and  earned  inftances  for  3  thou- 

*  fand  men  ;  that  being  again  difappointed  in  their 
'  expedlations  from  foreign  aifidance,  they  refolved 
'  defperately  to    go  on,    confiding   in    their    own 

*  flrength,  and  fondly  depending  on  the  difaflc^liion 
'  in  England 'y    and  that  their  firfl  attempt   was  to 

*  have  been  the  feizing  of  the  bank,  the  Exchequer^ 
«  and  fuch  other  places  where  the  public  money  was 
'  lodged.     That  the  government  had  undoub:':^d  in- 

*  formations  of  this  plot  ever  fince  May  lafl  •,  but  ne- 

*  verthelefs  thought  fit  not  to  take  up  any  body,  be- 

*  caufe  there  being  then  two  terms  coming  on  toge- 

*  ther,  the  confpirators  would  have  had  the  benefit 
'  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  a^^  and  fo  the  apprehending 

*  them  was  put  oTtill  the  long  vacation.  He  add- 
'  ed,  that  the  traiterous  defigns  againfl  his  Majefly's 

*  perfon  and  government,  had  been  carrying  on  ever 

*  fince  the  death  of  the  late  Queen  •,    and  that  they 

'  could 
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*  could  prove  that  there  had  been  a  meeting  of  fome 

*  confiderable  perfons,    one  of  whom  was  not  far 

*  off,  wherein  it  had  been  propofed  to  proclaim  the 

*  Pretender  at  the  royal  Exchange,  That  an  exad: 
'  account  of  this  deteftable  confpiracy  would,  in  due 
'  time,  be  laid  before  the  Parliament :  And  as  to  the 

*  bufinefs  now  before  them,  tho'  it  was  true,  that 

*  the  Habeas  Corpus  a5f  had  never  before  been  fuf- 

*  pended  for  above  fix  months,  yet  confidering  the 

*  Lords  had  made  this  lufpenfion  for  a  whole  year, 

*  if  the  Commons  fhould  go  about  to  alter  ir,  the 
'  fame  might  occafion  a  difference  between  the  two 
'  houfes,  which  at  this  time  of  jealoufy  and  danger, 

*  might  found  ill  in  foreign  courts.'  After  this 
fpeech,  about  feven  o'clock  in  the  evening,  the 
queftion  being  put,  that  the  bill  do  pals,  as  it  was 
fent  down  from  the  Lords  ;  it  was  carried  in  the  af- 
firmative by  a  majority  of  246  voices  againft  193. 
Then  the  Speaker  refumed  the  chair,  and  the  Earl 
of  Hertford  having  immediately  reported  the  faid 
bill  to  the  houfe,  without  any  amendment,  the  faid 
bill  was  read  the  third  time  and  pafled,  without  di- 
viding. 

On  the  i7th^of  OEloher^  the  King  came  to  the  The  bill  for 
houfe  of  Peers    with  the  ufual  folemnity,  and  the  [SS 
Commons  being  fent  for  up,  and  attending,  his  Ma-  Cor^^i  aa^ 
jefty  gave  the  royal  affent  to  the  faid  bill,  an  abjira^ 
of  which,  is  as  follows : 

AbfiraB  of  an  AB  to  impower  his  Majejly  to 
fecure  and  detain  fuch  peffons  as  his  Majejly 
[hall  JuJpeB  are  confpiring  againjl  his  perfon 
and  government ^ 

*  TT  THereas  there  has  been  a  traiterous  and  de- 
^     V  y      tellable  confpiracy  formed  and  contrived, 

*  and  is  ft  ill  carrying  on  by  Papifl>3,  and  other  wick- 

VoL,  VilL  T  '  cd 
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«  ed  perfons,  for  invading  this  realm,  and  to  raife 

*  infurre6tions  and  rebellions  within  this  kingdom, 

*  to  the  utter  ruin  and  fubverfion  of  the  Proteftant 

*  religion,  and  the  laws  and  liberties  of  this  king- 

*  dom  :  For  the  better  prefervation  of  his  Majefty's 

*  facred  perfon,  and  for  fecuring  the  peace  of  this 

*  kingdom,  in  this  time  of  imminent  danger,  againffc 

*  all  attempts  and  confpiracies  whatfoever-,    be  it 

*  enacted.  That  every  perfon  or  perfons,  that  are  or 

*  fhall  be  in  prifon  within  the  kingdom   of  Great 

*  Britain,  upon  the  tenth  day  of  05foher^  one  thou^ 
'  fand  feven  hundred  twenty  two,  or  after,  by  war- 
'  rant  of  his  faid  Majefty's  mod  honourable  Privy- 

*  council,  figned  by  fix  of  the  faid  Privy -council, 

*  for  high  treafon,  fufpicion  of  high  treafon,  or  trea- 

*  fonable  pradlices,  or  by  warrant  figned  by  any  of 

*  his  Majefty's  fecretaries  of  ftate,  for  fuch  caufes, 

*  as  aforefaid,   may  be  detained  in  cuftody  with- 

*  out  bail,  until  the  twenty  fourth  day  of  OEioher^ 

*  one  thoufand  feven  hundred  and  twenty  three ;  and 

*  that  no  Judge  or  Juftice   of  the  Peace  fhall  bail 

*  or  try  any  fuch  perfon,  without  order  from  his  faid 

*  Majefty's  Privy-council,  figned  by  fix  of  the  faid 

*  Privy-council,  till  the  faid  twenty  fourth  day  of 

*  05lober^  one  thoufand  feven  hundred  twenty  three. 

*  That  the  aft  made  in  Scotland^  in   the  year  of 
^  our  Lord,  one  thoufand  feven  hundred  and  one, 

*  intitled,  An  a5i  for  preventing  wrongous  imfrifon- 

*  ment^  and  againft  undue  delays  in  tryals^  in  fo  far 

*  as  the  fame  may  be  conftrued   to  relate  to  cafes  of 

*  treafon,  and  fufpicion  of  treafon,  be  fufpended  un- 

*  til  the  laid  twenty  fourth  day  of  O^oher^  one  thou- 

*  fand  feven  hundred  and  twenty  three ;    and  that 

*  until  the  faid  day,  no  Judge,  Juftice  of  Peace, 

*  or  other  offficer  of  the  law  in  Scotland^  ftiall  liberate, 

*  try,  or  admit  to  bail,  any  perfon  that  is,  or  fhall  be  in 

*  prifon  v/ithin  Scotland^  for  fuch  caufes,  as  aforefaid, 

*  without 
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*  without  order  from  his  faid  Majefly's  Privy-coun- 

*  cil,  figned  by  fix  of  the  laid  Privy-council. 

*  Provided,  that  from  and  after  the  faid   twenty 
'  fourth  day  of  OtlGher^  one  thoufand  {t^^ftxi  hundred 

*  and  twenty  three,  the  perfons  fo  committed,   /hall 

*  have  the  benefit  of  all  laws  providing  for  the   li- 

*  berty  of  the  fubjecls  of  this  realm  \  and  that  this 

*  adt  fliall  continue  until  the  faid  twenty  fourth  day 

*  of  05iobe}\  one  thoufand  feven  hundred  and  twen- 

*  ty  three,  and  no  longer. 

'  Provided,  that  nothing  in  this  ad  fhall  extend 
^  to  invalidate  the  ancient  privileges  of  Parliament, 

*  or  to  the  imprifonment,  of  any  member  of  either 
^  houfe  of  Parliament,  during  the  fitting  of  fuch 
'  Parliament,  until  the  matter  be  nrfl:  communica- 

*  ted  to  the  houfe,  and  the  confent  of  the  faid  houfe 

*  obtained,' 

As  foon  as  the  King  was  withdrawn,  the  Lord 
C^r/d-rf/ acquainted  the  houfe  of  Peers,  '  That  the 
'  Bifhop  of  Roche (ier^  the  Lord  North  and  Grey^ 

*  and  the  Earl  of  Orrery^  who  were  committed  to 

*  the  Tower  for  high  treafon,  having  entered  into 

*  a  dangerous  confpiracy  againft  his  Majefly's  per- 
'  fon  and  government,  his  Majefty  defired  the  con- 
'  fent  of  the  houfe  to  detain  the  faid  Lords  prifoners 
'  in  the  Tower,  by  virtue  of  an  acl  abovementioned:* 
£0  which  the  houfe  readily  confented. 

On  the  26th  of  Oclohcr^  the  Lord  Vifcount  Towii- 
Jhend^  one  of  his  Majefty's  principal  Secretaries  of 
ftate,    fignified  to  the   houfe  of  Peers,    '  That  his^^^^^;"to"c 

*  Majefty  had  caukd  the  perfon  of  Thomas  Duke  of  meji;^"!^^ 

'  Norfolk^  to  be  feized,  havirrg  jufl  caufe  to  fufped  ^^^^^^^^^"^|°^ 

*  that  he  was  ingaged  in  the  confpiracy  now  carry- ting 'to  the 

*  ing  on,  and  his  Majefty  did  therefore  defire  the  ^^rj^ 
'  confent  of  the  houfe,  to  his  being  committed  to  the 

^  Tozver,  and  detained  on  fufpicion  of  high  treafon^ 
'  according  to  the  ad:  lately  pafTed,  for  fufpending 

T  2      ^  'the 
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«  the  Habeas  Corpus  a^."*   A  motion  being  thereup- 
on made,  to  confent  that  the  faid  Duke  be  committed 
and  detained  accordingly  -,    the  fame  was  flrenuoufly 
oppofed  by  the  Earls  of  Aylesford^  Cowper^  Angle- 
fey,  Strafford^  Coningsby^  and  Uxbridge^  the  Lords 
Bathurft^  Lechmere^  and  fome  others  -,  but  they  were 
anfwered  by   the    Lords  Vifcounts  Harcourt  and 
J'ownjhend^  the  Duke  of  Newcajlle^  the  Lord  Carte- 
ret^  and  fome  others ;    and  after  a   very  long  and 
SevcraiLords  warm  debate,  the  queftion  being  put  upon  the  fiid 
gSfthisbe-  motion,  it  was  carried  in  the  affirmative  by  a  majo- 
ing  commit-  j-jty  of  fixty  voices  againft  twenty  eight.     Here- 
taincd.  ^"  upon  nineteen  Peers  figned  and  entered  a  Proteft  a- 
gainft  the  faid  refolution,  for  the  reafons  following : 

jji.  T\  Ecaufe  they  apprehended  it  to  be  one  of  the 

J3  ancient  undoubted  rights  and  privileges  of 
this  houfe,  that  no  member  of  the  houfe  be  impri- 
foned  or  detained,  during  the  fitting  of  Parliament, 
©n  fufpicion  of  high  treafon^  until  the  caufe  and 
grounds  of  fuch  fufpicion  be  communicated  to  the 
houfe,  and  the  confent  of  the  houfe  thereupon  had,  to 
fuch  imprifonment  or  detainer ;  which  ancient  right 
or  privilege  is  recognized  and  declared  in  plain,  ex- 
prefs,  and  full  terms  in  the  a<ft  pafTed  this  felTion  of  Par- 
liament, to  which  the  meffage  from  his  Majefty  refers. 

2i/y,  Becaufe  it  appeared  clear  to  them,  not  only 
from  former  precedents,  even  when  no  fuch  law  was 
in  being  as  that  abovementioned,  but  alfo  from  the 
very  necefTary  conftrudion  of  the  provifo  therein, 
concerning  the  privileges  of  Parliament,  that  the 
houfe  is  intitled  to  have  the  matter  of  the  fufpicion 
communicated  to  them,  in  fuch  manner  as  is  con- 
fiilent  with  the  dignity  of  the  houfe,  and  will  enable 
them  to  deliberate,  and  found  a  right  judgment 
thereupon,  for,  or  againft  the  imprifonment,  or 
detainer,  of  the  perfon  concerned  :  But  to  maintain 
that,  while  that  law  fhall  be  in  force,  it  fhall  be 

fufiicient 
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fufEcient  in  order  to  obtain  the  confent  of  the  houfe, 
to  communicate  a  general  fufpicion,  that  a  member 
of  the  houfe  is  concerned  in  a  traiterous  confpiracy, 
without  difclofing  any  matter  or  circumftance  to  war- 
rant fuch  fufpicion,  was  in  their  opinions,  an  unjuf- 
tifyable  conftrudion  of  the  faid  provifo,  and 
fuch  as  wholy  deprives  the  houfe,  of  the  liberty  of 
giving  their  free  and  impartial  advice  to  the  Throne 
on  this  occafion  •,  and  fuch  a  conflrudlion  being  made 
upon  a  law  fo  plainly  intended  by  the  wifdom  of 
this  Parliament,  to  alTert  the  privileges  of  both  houfes, 
appeared  to  them  to  pervert  the  plain  words  and  mean- 
ing of  it,  in  fuch  a  manner  as  renders  it  wholy  deflruc- 
tive  to  thofe  very  privileges  intended  to  be  prefcrved. 

■i,dly^  Becaufe  his  Majefty  having  in  effed;  re- 
quired the  judgment  and  advice  of  the  houfe,  touch- 
ing the  imprifonment  and  detainer  of  the  Duke  of 
Norfolk^  they  ought  not,  as  they  conceiv^ed,  either 
in  duty  to  his  Majcfty,  or  in  juftice  to  the  Peer  con- 
cerned, to  found  their  opinions  concerning  the  fame 
on  any  grounds,  other  than  fuch  only  as  his  Ma- 
jefly  had  been  pleafed  to  communicate  in  his 
meflage  :  And  his  Majefty,  by  his  meffage,  having 
communicated  only  a  general  fufpicion,  they 
thought  they  could  not  without  the  higheft  injuftice 
to  the  Duke,  and  the  mod  palpable  violation  of  one 
of  the  moft  valuable  privileges  belonging  to  every 
member  of  this  houfe,  give  their  confent  to  his  im- 
prifonment, or  detainer,  and  thereby  make  themfelves 
parties  to,  and  in  fome  degree  the  Authors  of  fuch  im- 
prifonment, until  they  had  a  more  particular  fatif- 
fadion,  touchiiig  the  matters  of  which  he  (lands 
fufpe6led  •,  more  efpecially  confidering  the  long  and 
unprecedented  duration  of  the  a(5l  abovementioned, 
whereby  the  benefit  not  only  of  the  ad  commonly 
called  the  Habeas  Corpus  atl^  but  of  Magna  Chart  a  it 
felf,  and  other  valuable  laws  of  liberty,  are  taken  from 
the  fubjcds  of  this" realm,  and  extraordiwary  powers 
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are  given  to  the  perfons  therein  mentioned,  over 
the  liberties  of  the  people,  for  a  twelvemonth  and 
upwards. 

\thly^  Becaufe  they  thought  it  inconfident  as  well 
with  the  honour  and  dignity  as  with  the  juftice  of 
this  houfe,  in  the  cafe  of  the  meaneft  fubjc6ls,  to 
come  to  refolutions  for  depriving  them  of  their  li- 
bert}'',  upon  other  than  clear  fatisfadlory  grounds  ; 
but  as  the  menibers  of  both  houfes  of  Parliament, 
are  by  the  laws  and  conftitution  of  this  kingdom  in- 
vefted  with  peculiar  rights  and  privileges,  of  which 
the  privilege  before  mentioned  is  a  mod  effential 
one,  as  well  for  the  fupport  of  the  crown  it  felf,  as 
for  the  good  and  fafety  of  the  whole  kingdom,  they 
could  not,  as  they  conceived,  without  betraying  thofe 
great  trufts  which  are  repofed  in  them  as  Peers  of 
this  realm,  agree  to  a  refolution  which  tends  to  fub- 
je6l  every  m.ember  of  this  houfe,  even  fitting  the 
Parliament,  to  unwarrantable  and  arbitrary  impri- 
fonments ;  and  they  had  the  greater  reafon  to  be 
jealous  of  the  infringement  of  this  privilege,  on  this 
occafion,  becaufe  it  had  been  eafy,  as  they  thought, 
for  thofe  who  had  the  honour  to  advife  the  framing 
the  faid  meffage,  to  have  communicated  to  this  houfe 
the  matter  of  which  the  Duke  of  'Norfolk  ftood  fuf- 
pe(5led,  in  fuch  a  manner  as  might  be  confident  with 
the  privileges  of  this  houfe,  and  at  the  fame  time  to 
have  avoided  any  danger  or  inconvenience  to  the 
crown,  with  regard  to  the  future  profecution  of  the 
faid  Duke,  (if  any  fuch  fhould  be ) 

e^thly^  Becaufe  it  is  the  known  ufage  and  law  of 
Parliaments,  that  this  houfe  will  not  permit  any  Peer 
to  be  fequeftred  from  Parliament  on  a  general  im- 
peachment of  the  Commons,  even  for  high  treafcn^ 
till  the  matter  of  the  charge  be  fpecified  in  articles 
exhibited  to  this  houfe,  which  explained  to  them  the 

nature 
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nature  of  the  privilege  intended  to  be  fecured  by  the 
provifo^  and  is  the  higheft  inftance  of  the  care  of  this 
houfe  to  preferve  it  from  being  violated  on  any  pre- 
tence whatfoever ;  but,  in  their  opinions,  it  muft 
create  the  greateft  inconfiflence  and  repugnancy  in 
the  proceedings  of  the  houfe,  to  confent  that  a  Peer 
of  the  realm  ihould  be  imprifoned  or  detained,  fit- 
ting the  Parliament,  on  fufpicion  of  high  treafon 
only,  not  warranted,  for  ought  appeared  to  them,  by 
any  information  given  againft  him  upon  oath  or 
otherwife,  and  no  particular  circumftance  of  fuch 
fufpicion  being  communicated  to  the  houfe. 

6thly^  Becaufe  a  refolution  fo  ill  grounded  as  this 
appeared  to  them,  might  produce  very  ill  effeds  in 
i\-\Q  prefent  unhappy  conjuncture  of  affairs,  by  crea- 
ting frefh  jealoufies  in  the  minds  of  his  Majefty's  fub- 
je6ls,  who  could  not  fail  of  entertaining  certain 
hopes  of  the  fafety  of  his  Majefty's  perfon  and  go- 
vernment, againft  all  his  Majefty's  enemies,  from 
the  advice  and  alTiftance  of  both  houfes  of  Parlia^ 
ment,  while  they  continued  in  the  full  enjoyment  and 
free  exercife  of  their  ancient,  and  legal  rights  and 
privileges  •,  but,  on  the  other  hand,  might  be  alarm- 
ed with  new  fears  for  the  honour  and  fafety  of  his 
Majefty  and  his  government,  by  a  refolution  taken 
by  this  houfe  for  the  imprifonment  of  a  Peer  of  the 
i-ealm,  in  fuch  manner,  as,  in  their  opinion,  was 
highly  injurious  to  his  perfon,  and  alfo  to  the  pri- 
vileges of  every  other  Peer  of  this  realm,  and  which 
might  prove  of  fatal  confequence  to  the  conftitution 
of  both  houfes  of  Parliament,' 
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On  Friday  1 6th  of  November^  the  Lord  Vifcount 
^ownjhend^  dehvered  to  the  houfe  of  Peers  the  fol- 
lowing meffage  figned  by  his  Majefty,  viz. 

GEORGE  R. 
The  King's «  T  T I S  Majefty  having  been  informed.  That 
Se^fufe  of '  XA  iTia^y  fcandalous  declarations  .in  print  have 
Peers,  about  6  been,  by  feveral  foreign  pofts,  tranfmitted  into 
S/'fdecTa-  *  ^^^s  kingdom,  in  order  to  be  difperfed  among  his 
aration,  «  good  and  faithful  fubjedls,  to  poyfon  their  minds 
^  and  feduce  them  from  their  allegiance ;  feveral  of 

<  thofe  declarations  have,  by  his  Majefty's  order,  e- 

*  ven  fince  his  Majefty  received  from  both  houfes  of 

*  Parliament  the  laft  moft  folemn  and  acceptable  af- 

*  furances  of  their  fidelity,  been  intercepted  ;  and  a- 

*  mong  them  an  original  in  writing,  figned,  as  his 

*  Majefty  has  good  reafon  to  believe,  by  the  Preten- 
«  der  himfelf   This,  together  with  one  of  the  print- 

*  ed  copies,  his  Majefty  has  ordered  to  be  laid  be- 

<  fore  you,  as  a  matter  not  unworthy  of  your  confi- 
J  deration.' 

After  the  reading  of  this  meftage,  and  of  the  de- 
claration therein  mentioned,  the  Earl  of  Scarborough 
moved,  that  the  houfe  would  come  to  fome  vigorous 
refolutions,  to  fhew  their  juft  refentment  of  the  high 
indignity  oifered,  in  the  faid  declaration,  to  his  Ma- 
jefty, and  the  whole  Britijh  nation  j  and  being  fe- 
conded  by  the  Lord  Harcourt^  a  committee  was  ap- 
pointed to  draw  up  the  faid  refolutions,  which  were 
immediately  reported  and  agreed  to  as  follows,  viz, 

«  13  Efolved  by  the  Lords  fpiritual  and  temporal, 
'  j[\  [and  Commons,]  in  Parliament  alTembled, 

*  That  the  paper  this  day  communicated  by  his  Ma- 

*  jefty,  Intided,   Declaration  of  J..mes  the  'Thirds 

*  King  of  England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland,  to  all  his 

*  loving  fuhjetls  of  the  three  nations^  and  to  all  foreign 

*  princes  andjlates^  toferve  as  a  foundation  for  a  laft-^ 
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ing  peace  /;;  Europe,  and  figned  James  Rex,  is  a 
falfe,  infolent,  and  traiterous  libel.  The  higheft 
indignity  to  his  mod  facred  Majefty  King  George^ 
our  lawful  and  undoubted  fovereign,  full  of  arro- 
gance and  prefumption,  in  fuppofmg  the  Preten- 
der in  a  condition  to  offer  terms  to  his  Majefly  ; 
and  injurious  to  the  honour  of  the  Britijh  nation, 
in  imagining  that  a  free  Proteilant  people,  happy 
under  the  government  of  the  beft  of  princes,  can 
be  fo  infatuated,  as,  without  the  utmofl  contempt 
and  indignation,  to  hear  of  any  terms  from  a 
Popifh  bigotted  Pretender. 

*  Refolved,  by  the  Lords  fpiritual  and  temporal, 

*  [and  Commons,]  in  Parhament  afTembled,  That 
'  the  printed  copy  of  the  Pretender's  declaration, 
'  mentioned  in  his  Majefty's  meflage,    be  burnt  by 

*  the  hands  of  the  common  hangman,  at  the  Royal 
«  Exchange  in  London,  upon  ruefday  next  at  one  of  the 

*  clock ;  and  that  the  Sheriffs  of  London,  do  [then  at- 

*  tend  in  their  own  proper  perfons,  and]   caufe  the 

*  fame  to  be  burnt  there  accordingly.' 

This  done  the  Lords  fent  a  mefTage  to  defire  a 
conference  with  the  Commons,  which  being  readily 
agreed  to,  the  Lord  Prefident  one  of  the  managers 
for  the  Lords,  acquainted  the  managers  for  the 
Commons,  (who  were  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex^ 
chequer,  Mr.  Edgecombe,  Mr.  Comptroller,  Mr 
Pelham,  Mr.  Hutchefon,  Mr.  Tonge,  Mr.  Bromley, 
and  Colonel  Bladen)  That  the  Lords  being  defirous 
always  to  keep  up  a  good  correfpondence  with  the 
Commons,  they  had  thought  proper  to  communi- 
cate to  them  the  mefTage  their  Lordfhips  had  recei- 
ved  from  his  Majefty,  together  with  the  declaration 
therein  mentioned,  as  alfo  their  Lordfhips  refolutions 
upon  this  extraordinary  occafion,  upon  which  they 
dehred  the  concurrence  of  tne  Commons.  The  nja- 
pagers  for  the  Commons  bsing  returned  x.o  their 

houfe 
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houfe,  Mr.  Pelham  reported  the  conference,  and  that 
it  was  to  communicate  to  this  houfe  a  meffage  fent 
to  the  Lords  by  his  Majefty,  under  his  fign  manual, 
concerning  an  original  declaration  in  writing,  figned 
by  the  Pretender  himfelf ;  together  with  the  faid  de- 
claration and  a  printed  copy  thereof;  and  that  the 
Lords  had  come  to  fome  refolutions  thereupon,  to 
which  their  Lordihips  defired  the  concurrence  of  this 
houfe.     And  the  faid  report,  and  alfo  the  faid  mef- 
fage from  his  Majefty  to  the  houfe  of  Lords,  and  the 
declaration  figned  by  the  PreteTider^  and  the  printed 
copy  thereof,  and  the  refolution  of  the  Lords  there- 
upon,   were  read.     Hereupon  Mr.  Sandys  moved, 
for  agreeing  with  the  Lords  in  the  firft  refolution, 
and  being  feconded  by  Colonel  Bladen^  the  fame  was 
unanimoufly  agreed  to.     Then  the  fecond  refolution 
being  read  a  fecond  time,  Mr.  Tonge  moved  for  an 
amendment  to  it,    viz.    That  the  two  Sheriffs  of 
lj)ndon  Ihould  then  attend  in   their  own  proper  per- 
fonsy  and  caufe  the  faid  declaration  to  be  burnt  by 
the  hands  of  the  common  hangman.     Which  refolu- 
tion fo  amended,  was  agreed  to  Nemine  Contradicente^ 
On  this  occafion  Mr.  Tonge^  in  a  long  fpeech,  run 
over  the  Pretender^ s  declaration^  and  expofed  the  in- 
folence,  weaknefs,  and  abfurdities  of  that  libel.    Sir 
William  Thompfon^  recorder  of  Loitdon^  fpoke  alfo, 
with  great  vehemence  on  the  fame  topic,  as  did  al- 
io the  Hon.   Mr.  Pelham^  brother  to  the   Duke  of 
Newcajlle^  who  moved,  That  an  addrefs  be  prefent- 
cd  to  his  Majefty  upon  that  fubjed.  He  was  fecond- 
ed by  Mr.  Arthur  Onflow^  who  reprefented  the  dan- 
ger of  Popery,  and  feverely  animadverted  on  the 
audacioufnefs  of  the  Pretender  and  his  adherents ; 
Hereupon    it  was   refohed^  Nemine   Contradicente, 

*  That  an  humble  addrefs  be  prefented  to  his  Maje- 
^  fty,  exprefiing  their  utmoft  aftoniftiment  and  in- 

*  dignation  at  the  farprizing  infolence  of  the  Preten- 

*  der,  in  his  late  traiterous  and  prefumptuous  decla- 

*  ration  ;  and  to  affure  his  Majefty,  That  his  faith- 

*  ful 
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*  ful  rubje6ls  being  fully  fatisfied  they  have  no  other 

*  fecurity  for  their  religious  and  civil  rights,  but  the 
'  prefervacion  of  his  perfon  and  government,  and  the 

*  Proteftant  fuccefTion,  are  determined  to  fupport, 

*  with  their  lives  and  fortunes  his  mod  juft  title  to 

*  the  Crown  of  thefe  realms,  againft  the  Pretender, 

*  and  all  his  open  and  fecret  abettors.'  And  a 
committee  was  appointed  to  draw  up  an  addrefs,  pur^ 
fuant  to  the  faid  refolution. 

The  next  day,  Nov.  17th.  Mr.  Pelham  reported 
the  faid  addrefs,  which  being  unanimoufly  agreed  to, 
a  conference  was  defired  and  managed  with  the 
Lords,  upon  the  fubje6l  of  the  laft  conference,  ia 
which  the  managers  of  the  Commons,  having  deli- 
vered to  the  Lords  the  feveral  papers  communicated 
to  the  Commons  by  their  Lordfhips,  defired  their 
Lordfhips  concurrence  both  to  the  amendment  to 
one  of  their  refolutions  beforementioned,  and  to  the 
addrefs  the  Commons  had  agreed  upon  to  be  prefent- 
ed  to  his  Majefly.  The  Lords  having  readily  con- 
curred in  both,  and  fent  to  know  his  Majefty's  plea- 
fure  when  he  would  be  attended  with  the  faid  addrefs, 
his  Majefty  was  pleafed  to  appoint  that  very  after- 
noon, whereupon  both  houfes,  with  their  Speakers, 
went  immediately  to  the  palace  at  St.  James^s^  and 
prefented  to  his  Majefly  the  faid  addrefs  as  follows : 

Mofi  gracious  Sovereign^ 

*  TT  7E  your  Majefty's  mofl  dutiful  and  faithful  Addrefs  of 

*  VV     fubjefts,  the  Lords  fpiritual  and  temporal,  ^^^i^Jj^^f 

*  and  Commons  in  Parliam.ent  afTembled,  being  Pretende^& 
'  deeply  affeded  with  the  fenfe  of  thofe  many  blef-  ^^<^i«^^°"^ 
^  fmgs,  which  we  have  conftantly  enjoyed,  and  hope 

^  long  to  enjoy,  under  your  Majefly's  moft  jufl  and 
'  gracious  government ;  and  being  throughly  con- 
^  vinced  that  our  religious  and  civil  rights,  as  well 

*  as  the  very  being  of  the  Britiflj  name  and  conilitu- 

*  tion,  do  under  God,  intirely  depend  upon  the  pre- 

*  fervation 
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*  fervation  of  your  Majefty's  facred  perfon,  and  of 

*  the  Proteftant   fucceffion,    as   fettled  by    law   ia 
«  your  royal  line>  are  filled  with  the  utmoft  afto- 

*  nifhment    and    indignation   at   the   unexampled 

*  prefumption  and  arrogance  of  the  Pretender  to 
'  your  dominions,  in  daring  to  offer  fuch  an  indig- 

*  nity  to  your  Majefty  and  the  Britijh  nation,  as  to 
'  declare  to  your  fubjeds,  and  to  all  foreign  princes 

*  and  dates,  that  he  finds  himfelf  in  a  condition  to 

*  offer  terms  to  your  Majefty,  and  even  to  capitu- 

*  Jate  with  you  for  the  abfolute  furrender  of  the  reli- 

*  gion  and  liberties  of  a  free  nation. 

'  However  great  the  infatuation  of  his  advifers 

*  may  be,  we  are  fenfible  nothing  could  have  raifed 

*  his  and  their  hopes  to  fo  extravagant  a  degree  of 

*  prefumption,  but  repeated  encouragements  and  af- 

*  furances  from  the  confpirators  at  home,  founded  on 

*  the  moft  injurious  and  grofs  mifreprefentations  of 

*  the  inclinations  and  affedtions  of  your  Majefty 's 

*  fubjedls;    and   a  rafh   conclufion,    That  becaufe 

*  fome,    from  whom  it  ought  leaft  to  have  been 
'  expe6led,  had  broke  through  the  folemn  reftraint 

*  of  reiterated  oaths,  in  order  to  raife  themfelves  on 

*  the  ruins  of  their  country,  therefore  the  whole  bo- 
'  dy  of  the  nation  was  ripe  for  the  fame  fatal  defec- 

*  tion,    and  ready  to  exchange  the  mild  and  legal 

*  government  of  a  moft  indulgent  prince,  for  tho. 

*  boundlefs  rage  of  an  attainted  fugitive,  bred  up  in 
'  maxims  of  tyranny  and  fuperftition. 

'  But  we,  your  Majefty 's  moft  dutiful  and  loyal 

*  fubjeds,  refolve,   by  a  fteady  and  conftant  adhe- 
'  rence  to  your  government,  to  wipe  off  this  ftain 

*  and  imputation  from  the  name  of  Britons  ;  and  ro 

*  convince  the  world,    that  thofe  wicked  defigns, 

*  formed  againft  your  Majefty's  facred  perfon  and 

*  government,  v/hich  the  infolence  of  this  declaration 

*  proves  to  be  moft  real,    while  it  affedls  to  treat 

*  them  as  imaginary,  are  indeed   impra6licable   a- 

*  gainft  a  prince  relying  on,  and  fupported  by  the 


vigour 
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'  vigour  and  duty  of  a  Britijh  Parliament,  and  the 
'  affedions  of  his  people. 

'  And  we  beg  leave,  in  the  mofh  folemn  manner, 

*  to  affure  your  Majefty,  that  neither  the  Lnpotent 

*  menace  of  foreign  afTiftance,  nor  the  utmoft'  ef- 

*  forts  of  domeftic  traytors,  Ihall  ever  deter  us  from 

*  Handing  by  your  Majefty  with  our  lives  and  for- 
'  tunes,  and  fupporting  your  Majefty's  moft  juft  ti- 

*  tie  to  the  crown  of  thefe  realms,  againft  the  Pre- 
'  tender  and  all  his  open  and  fecret  abettors,  both  at 
'  home  and  abroad.' 

To  this  addrefs  his  Majefty  was  pleafed  to  return 
the  following  moft  gracious  anfwer. 

My  Lords  and  Gendemen, 
T  Give  you  many  thanks  for  the  jufl  refentment  yott 

have  exprejfed  againft  the  indignity  offered  to  NLe 
and  the  British  nation. 

I/hall  continue  to  prote5l  andfupport  my  good  people 
in  the  full  enjoyment  of  their  religion  Jiberties^and  pro- 
per ty^^againft  all  that  fh all  endeavour  tofuhjeU  them  to 
tyranny  and  fuperfiition, 

November  23.  The  Commons,  in  a  great  com-  J^yfngTn^! 
mittee,  confidered  on  Ways  and  means  to  raife  the  traordiirary 
fupply,   and  a  motion  was  made,  '  That  towards  elates  of 
^  raifing  the  fupply,  and  reimburfing  to  the  public  Papiiis. 

*  the  great  expences  occafioned  by  the  late  rebellions 
'  and  diforders,  the  fum  of  one  hundred  thoufand 
'  pounds  be  raifed  and  levied  upon  the  real  and  per- 
'  fonaleftates  of  ail  Papifts,  Popifh  recufants,  orper- 
'  fons  educated  in  the  Popifti  religion,  or  whofe  pa- 

*  rents  are  Papifts,  or  ^^ho  fhall  profefs  the  Popifh 
'  religion,  in  lieu  of  all  forfeitures  already  incurred 
'  for,   or  upon  account  of  their  recufancy,   and  in 

*  lieu  of  the  rents  and  profits  of  two  thirds  of  their 
^  regiftered  eftates,  for  one  year.*  This  motion  was 
oppofed  by  Sir  Wilfred  Laivfcn^    Mr.  Onflow^  Mr. 

Hunger^ 
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Hungerford  and  Dr.  Friend^  who  fuggefted  that  fuch 
an  extraordinary  tax^  would  carry  the  face  of  perfecu- 
tion^  which  was  inconfiftent  with  the  principles  and 
temper  of  the  Proteftant  religion ;  and  Dr.  Friend 
added,  '  That  fome  of  thofe  that  had  their  education 
'  in  foreign  Fopif:)  feminaries,    proved  fome  of  the 

*  beft  friends  to  the  prefent  government.'  To  this 
Mr.  Tonge  anfwered,  that  he  knew  very  little  of  fo- 
reign education,  but  he  doubted  very  much,  that 
loyalty  to  King  George  was  taught  by  Priefts  and  Jc- 
fuites  in  Romijh  feminaries  ?  The  Lord  Gage^  who 
was  bred  a  Roman  Catholic,  and  has  feveral  relations 
of  that  religion,  thought  it  a  duty  incumbent  upon 
him  to  fpeak  in  their  favour,  which  he  did  feveral 
times,  and  ampng  other  things  faid,  '  That  he  be- 
^  lieved  moft  of  them  to  be  very  loyal  fubjeds,  tho* 
'  by  their  principles  they  cannot  take  the  oath  of ///- 

*  premacy ;  and  therefore  his  Lordfhip  propofed  that 

*  a  new  oath  of  allegiance  might  be  framed  for 
^  them,'  William  nompfon^  E(q-,  fpoke  on  the 
fame  fide,  and  declared  his  abhorrence  of  perfecuting 
any  body,  on  account  of  their  opinions  in  religion. 
This  was  anfwered  by  Sir  William  ^hompfon^  recor- 
der of  London^  who  flated  the  true  '  notion  of  per- 

*  [edition^  which,  in  his  opinion,  was,  only  when  any 
'  one  is  punifhed  for  his  particular  opinion  in  reli- 
'  gion,   and  for  ferving  God  according  to  that  opi- 

*  nion,  and  the  didlates  of  his  confcience :   But  he 

*  added,    That  was  not  the  cafe  here,   for  the  ex- 

*  traordinary  tax  now  intended  to  be  raifed  upon  the 
'  Papifts,  was  not  a  punifhment  for  their  being  Ro- 

*  man  Catholics^  but  on  account  of  penalties  they  had 

*  at  divers  times,  incurred,  for  being  enemies  to  the 

*  civil   government,  raifing  rebellions,  and  contri- 

*  ving  plots  againfl  the  ftate.'  He  was  anfwered 
again  by  the  Lord  Gage^  who  was  replied  to  by  Mr. 
Horatio  Walpole,  and  he  by  Mr.  Hungerford.  At  laft 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ftood  up,  and,  '  re- 
f  prefented  the  great  dangers  this  nation  had  been 

'  in 
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*  in,  ever  (ince  the  reformation,  from  the  conilant 

*  endeavours  of  popery  to  fubvert  our  happy  con- 
'  tlitution,  and  the  protectant  religion,  by  the 
«  moft  cruel,    violent,    and   unjuftifiable    methods. 

<  That  he  would  not  take  upon  him  to  charge  any 
«  particular  perfon  among  them  with  being  con^- 
«  cerned    in   the   prefent   horrid   confpiracy  :    But 

<  that  'twas   notorious  to  the   whole    world,    that 

<  many  of  them,  had  been  ingaged  in  the  Prejion 

<  rebellion,    and  fome  were  executed  for  it;  that 

*  the   prefent  plot   was   contrived   at   Rome^    and 

*  countenanced  in  popijh  countries  -,  that  many 
'  of  the  papifts  were  not  only  well  wifhers  to  it^ 

*  but  had  contributed  large  fums  of  money  towards 

*  carrying  it  on  ;  and  therefore  he  thought  it  very 

*  reafonable,    fince  they   made  fuch  ill  ufe  of  the 

*  favings  of  the  incomes  of  their  eftates,   that  the 

*  fame  Ihould  go  towards  the  great  expence  they, 

*  and  the  Pretenders  friends,    had  put   the  nati- 

*  on  to. 

Then  the  queftion  being  put  upon  the  motion 
above  mentioned,  the  fame  was  carried  in  the  affir* 
mative  by  2 1 7  votes,  againft  168.  And  this  re- 
folution  was  ordered  to  be  reported  the  Monday 
following. 

In  the  mean  time,  the  friends  and  agents  of  the 
Roman  Catholics  beftirred  themfelves  very  much 
in  their  favour:  fo  that,  on  Monday^  the  26th  of 
November y  when  the  faid  refolution  was  reported, 
and  the  quellion  put,  that  the  houfe  agree  with 
the  Committee,  the  fame  met  with  a  very  vigo- 
rous oppofition,  not  only  from  the  Lord  Gage, 
Mr.  Lutwich^  Mr.  Hunger f or d^  and  Mr,  Sloper^ 
but  aifo,  which  carried  a  great  weight,  from  the 
Mafter  of  the  rolls^  who,  among  other  things, 
took  notice,  '  That  tho'  the  law  for  taking  away 
*^  two  thirds  of  the  eftates  of  poptjh  recufants  which 
'  was  made  in  Queen  Elizabeth^  reign,  was  a  juft 

*  puniflmieiic    the    Roman    catholics    drew    upon 

themfelves 
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'  themfelves  by  their  frequent  confpiracies  againft 
^  her  life  and  government ;  yet  neverthelefs,  fuch 
«  was  the  wifdom  and  moderation,    of  that  excel- 

*  lent  Princefs,    and  of  her   minifters,    that   they 

*  never  put  that  fevere  law  in  execution  ;  and 
'  fince  thofe  great  virtues  fhine  no  lefs  brightly  in 

*  his  prelent  Majefty,  than  in  Queen  Elizabeth^ 
'  his  royal  predecelTor,  he  wifhed  he  could  fay  the 

*  fame  of  thofe  who  have  the  honour  to  ferve 
'  him/     Mr.  Weft^    and  fome  others,    fpoke  like- 

*  wife  againft  the  refolution,  but  they  were  anfwer- 

*  ed  by  Mr.  Lowndes^    Captain  Vernon,  and  Mr. 

*  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer^  fo  that  the  queftion 
'  being  put  thereupon,  it  was  carried  by  188  votes 
^  againft   172  -,   and  a  bill  was  ordered  to  brought 

*  in  accordingly. 

Debate  in  On  Monday  the  21ft  of  January^  the  Earl  of 
peert  abouf  M¥^y^  ^adc  a  fpccch  in  the  houfe  of  Peers, 
the  printing  where Ih  his  Lordfhip  took  notice,  '  That  at  the 
^'sJisi.''"^"  '  opening  of  this  fefTion,  his  Majefty,  inhisfpeech 
^  from  the  throne,  had  been  pleafed  to  acquaint 
'  both  houfes   with  the   difcovery  of  a  dangerous 

*  confpiracy,  which,  for  fome  time,  had  been 
'  formed,  and  was  ftill  carrying  on,  againft  his 
^  Majefty's  perfon  and  government;    That  fome 

*  of  the  confpirators  had  been  taken  up  and  fecur- 

*  ed ;  and  that  endeavours  were  ufed  for  the  ap- 
^  prehending  others — That  one  of  the   principal 

*  plotters  having  fmce  that  time   been  tried   and 

*  condemned,  it  was  fomewhat  ftrange  that  no 
'  particulars,  relating  to  the  faid  confpiracy  had  yet 

*  been  communicated  to  that  houfe,  the  rather  be- 

*  caufe  feveral  of  their  members  had  been  appre- 

*  hended,  and  were  ftill  confined   upon  fufpicion 

*  of  being  concerned  in  it  :*  And  therefore  his 
Lordfhip  moved,  '  That  the  judges  of  the  King's- 
<  Bench  be  ordered  to  caufe  the  trial  of  Chriftopher 
'  Layery  Efqj  to  be  forthwith  printed  and  publilh- 

*  ed 
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*  ed,  being  firPc  perufed  by  the  King's  counfei:  * 
This  motion  was  backed  by  the  EarJs  Cowper, 
Strafford^  and  Aylesford^  the  Lords  Trevor^  Ba- 
thurft,  Lechmere^  and  fome  others,  who  among 
other  things,  urged,  '  That  there  had  been  an  ex- 
'  traordinary,    and,  in  their  opinion,  an  unnecef- 

*  fary  delay  in  the  printing  and  publifhing  the  faid 
'  trial,  it  being  two  months  fince  Mr.  Layer  was 
^  tried,  and  direction  having  been  given  to  Samuel 
*-  Buckley^  for  the  fpeedy  publiHiing  of  his  trial, 
^  fo  long  fmce  as  the  27th  of  November  lall,'  as 
appeared  by  an  advertifement  printed  by  authority 
in  the  Gazette,  '  That  no  ftep  having  been  taken 
'  for  obtaining  the  jultice  due  by  the  laws  of  the 
^  land  to  any  of  the  other  confpirators,  the  pub- 
'  lication  of  the  faid  trial,  ought,  in  their  opinion, 

*  to  have  been  quickened,  whereby  the  nation 
'  would    have   received  fuch  fatisfadtion,  concern- 

*  ing  the   faid    execrable  confpiracy,  as  could  be 

*  colleded  from  the  faid  proceeding  -,  and  that 
'  houfe  have  been  enabled  to  make  fuch  ufe  of  it, 
'  as  ihould  appear  necefiliry,  in  their  wifdom,  for 
^  the  honour,  interefl,  and  fafety  of  his  Majefty 
'  and  his  kingdoms.'  To  this  it  was  anfwered, 
^  by  the  Lord  Carteret^  one  of  his  Majefty's  prin- 

*  dpal  fecretaries  of  (late.  '  That  the  order  mov- 
'  ed  for,  v/as  altogether  unneceiiliry,  dire(5lions  hav- 
'  ing,  long  before,  been  given,  by  the  judges  of 
'  the  court  of  King's-Bencb^  for  the  printing  and 

*  publid^ing  of  the  faid  trial,  with  all  convenient 
'  fpeed  :  That  the  faid  trial  being  of  a  very  large 
^  extent,  and  fcveral  parts  of  it  that  were  taken 
'  down  in  fbort  hand,    requiring  a  great  deal  of 

*  time  to  be  put  in  order,  and  revifed  and  redifi- 

*  ed  by  the  judges,  and  the  counfel,  on  both  fzdes^ 
'  had  occafioned  the  delay  complained  of ;  buc 
'-  that  the  printing  of  the  faid  trial  being  now  in 
^  great  forwardnefs,  the  fame  would  be  publifhed 
*'  in  a  hw  days.'     His  Lordlhip  was  fupported  by 

Vox,,  viii.  y  ths 
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the  Dukes  of  Ar^yle  and  Newcaftle^  and  feveral 
other  Peers  •,  and  a  queflion  being  ftated  upon  the 
Earl  of  Anglefef^  motion,  after  fome  farther  de- 
bate, the  previous  queflion  was  put,  whether  the 
faid  queflion  [hould  he  now  put  ? 

It  was  refolved  in  the  negative. 

Not  Content  53. 
Content  32. 

Bijfentient, 
Protefta-     I.  TjEcaufcit  appeared   to  us  on   the  debate  of 
gainft  the         jj  the  main  queftion,  that  there  has  been  an 
imnti^y'-  unnecefTary  and  afFedled  delay  in   the  printing  and 
er\  trial,     publifliing  the  laid  trial,  it  being  full  two  months 
fince  Chriftopher  Layer  was  tried  ;    and  dire6lion 
having  been  given  for  the  fpecdy  publifhing  there- 
of,   fo  long  fince   as  the  27th  of  November  laft, 
as  appears  by  an  advertifement   printed  by  autho- 
rity in  the   Gazette :    And  it  having  been   allowed 
in  the  debate,    that   the  delay  was  extraordinary, 
and   no  fadl  having  been    laid   before  the  houfe, 
fufficient,  as  we  apprehend,  to  excufe  fuch   delay, 
^e   think  that  the   main  queftion  ought  to  have 
been  put,    as  the   only    fecurity,  in   our  opinion, 
againfl  any  farther   negledt,    and  to  prevent  any 
imputation  on  the  honour  of  the  houfe  for  coun- 
tenancing or  conniving  at  fuch  delay. 

2.  This  houfe  having  received  no  manner  of  fa- 
tisfadion,  fince  his  Majefty's  rnoft  gracious  fpeech 
from  the  throne,  touching  the  horrid  confpiracy 
therein  communicated  •,  and  no  ftep  having  been 
taken,  for  ought  appears  to  us,  either  in  Parlia- 
-  ment,  or  elfewhere,  for  obtaining  the  juftice  due 
by  the  laws  of  the  land  to  any  of  the  confpirators, 
except  the  faid  Layer ^  tho'  his  Majefly  was  pleaf- 
ed  to  alTure  this  houfe,  in  his  fpeech  from  the 
throne,  that  fome  of  the  confpirators  were  then 
taken   up  and  fecured ,    we  think,    that  the  main 

queftion 
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queftion  ought  to  have  been  put,  whereby  the 
publication  of  the  faid  trial  might  have  been 
quickned,  and  thereby  the  nation  received  fuch  fa- 
tisfad:ion  concerning  the  faid  execrable  confpiracy, 
as  could  be  colledled  from  the  faid  proceeding, 
and  this  houfe  have  been  enabled  to  make  fuch 
ufe  thereof  as  Ihould  appear  neceflary,  in  their 
wifdom,  for  the  honour,  intereft,  and  fafety  of  his 
Majefty  and  his  kingdoms. 

3.  Becaufe  we  are  apprehenfive,  that  the  delay 
in  publifliing  the  faid  trial  may  have  contributed 
to  create  jealoufies  concerning  the  faid  confpiracy, 
and  may  have  encouraged  ill-affeded  perfons  to  fo- 
ment the  lame,  to  the  great  prejudice  of  his  Ma- 
jefty's  government:  And  as,  in  our  opinion,  the 
fpeedy  publilhing  the  faid  trial,  if  the  fame  had 
been  done,  might  have  conduced  to  the  prevent- 
ing of  thofe  mifchiefs,  we  alfo  conceive,  that  the 
farther  growth  of  them  might  have  been  check- 
ed, if  the  main  queftion  had  been  put,  and  carri- 
ed in  the  affirmative. 

4.  Becaufe  we  think  it  of  great  confequence  to 
his  Majeity*s-fcrvice,  that  the  publication  of  the 
faid  trial  fhould  have  been  made  under  the  ftricleft 
fecurity  againft  all  partiality,  or  other  abufe  relat- 
ing thereto  •,  and  therefore  we  think  the  main 
queftion  ought  to  have  been  put,  whereby  the 
care  and  infpedtion  thereof  would  have  been  lodg- 
ed, by  the  authority  of  this  houfe,  in  the  hands 
of  the  judges,  to  whom  it  properly  belongs,  and 
its  falling  into  any  other  hands  nor  fo  proper,  or 
not  fo  immediately  refponfible  to  this  houfe,  would 
have  been  prevented. 
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Strafford^  Jylesford^  Gower^ 

Osburn,  Compton^  TFeJion, 

Fr.  Qeftrkn^ 

Then  a  motion  being  made,  and  the  queftion 
being  put,  that  the  judges  of  the  King's-Bench 
do  attend  in  their  places,  on  nurfday  next,  and 
that  the  King's  counfel  who  were  concerned  in  the 
trial  of  Chrijlopher  Layer ^  and  alfo  the  counfel  for 
the  faid  Layer  at  the  faid  trial,  and  Mr.  Samuel 
Buckley^  and  the  perfon  or  perfons  who  took  the 
faid  trial  in  Ihort  hand,  do  attend  at  the  bar  of 
this  houfe  at  the  fame  time. 

It  was  refolved  in  the  negative. 

Diffent'ient, 
I .  X)  Ecaufe  the  houfe  having  refolved,  that  the 
J3  queftion  for  ordering  the  printing  the  tri- 
al of  Chriftopber  Layer  fliould  not  now  be  put, 
we  are  of  opinion,  that  it  is  thereby  made  necef- 
fary,  for  the  honour  of  the  houfe,  that  the  occa- 
fion  of  the  delay  Ihould  be  inquired  into  j  for 
without  fuch  inquiry,  we  are  apprehenfive  that 
the  proceedings  of  this  houfe  may  be  mifconftrued, 
as  tending  to  countenance  fuch  delay. 

2.  Becaufe  we  think  it  the  right  of  this  houfe 
to  inquire  into  all  negle<5ls  or  abufes  which  con- 
cern the  public ;  and  tho'  it  was  obje6ted  in  the 
debate,  that  fuch  inquiry  might  carry  fome  impu- 
tation on  the  judges,  or  other  perfons  concerned, 
we  think  that  objection  may  be  equally  alTigned 
againft  all  inquiries,  but  it  is  inconfiflent  with  the 
honour  and  dignity  of  the  houfe,  and  ought  not, 
as  we  conceive,  be  put  in  the  balance  with  the  ho- 
nour of  the  houfe,  and  the  public  fervice,  to  which 
the  queftion,  in  our  opinion,  has  an  apparent  ten- 
dency. 
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Houfe  of  Lords,  Jan.  i^th  1722. 

THE  houfe,  according  to  order,  proceeded 
to  take  into  confideration  the  proteftation 
entered  upon  Monday  the  21ft  of  this  inflant,  touch- 
ing the  motion  for  ordering  the  judges  to  caulc 
the  trial  of  Chriftopher  Layer  to  be  printed  :  And 
it  being  moved  to  refolve,  that  it  is  a  groundlefs 
aflertion  in  the  faid  proteftation  {That  it  appeared 
on  the  debate,  that  there  had  been  an  unnecejfary  and 
affected  delay  in  printing  and  publift>ing  the  trial  of 
Chriftopher  Layer)  and  the  utmoft  indignity  to 
this  houfe  to  fuggeft,  that  any  queftion  was  ne- 
celTary  to  have  been  put  for  preventing  an  imputa- 
tion on  the  honour  of  this  houfe,  for  countenancing 
or  conniving  at  fuch  delays ;  and  a  queftion  be- 
ing ftated  thereupon,  it  was  propofed,  after  the 
word  yehate']  to  add  thefe  words  [to  the  Lords  wh^ 
ftgned  the  protejtation']  which  being  objedcd  to. 

The  queftion  was  put,  whether  thefe  words  fhall 
be  made  part  of  the  queftion  ? 

It  was  refolved  in  the  negative. 

Content  34. 
Not  Content  64, 

Then  it  was  propofed,  after  the  word  [queflionl 
to  infert  [in  the  opinion  of  the  fame  Lords^  before 
the  words  [was  necejfary.'] 

It  was  refolved  in  the  affirmative. 


Content  62. 
fJot  Co»tent  35, 
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A  motion  was  made  to  refolve,  that  the  trial 
had  been  printed  and  publilhed  with  as  much  ex- 
pedition as  the  length  and  nature  of  the  faid  trial, 
an  d  the  careful  perufal  and  examination  thereof  by 
the  Judges  could  admit  of,  and  in  as  little  time  as 
has  generally  been  accuftomed  in  the  like  cafes, 
and  that  it  is  an  unjuft  infmuation,  that  the  au- 
thority of  this  houft  was  wanting,  for  lodging 
the  care  and  infpedlion  of  the  faid  trial  in  the 
hands  of  the  Judges,  or  that  there  was  any  dan- 
ger of  its  falling  into  any  other  hands,  or  that  the 
fame  had  been  under  the  dire6tion  of  any  other 
befides  the  Judges. 

After  debate,  it  was  propofed  to  leave  out  the 
words  \_and  that  it  is  an  unjuft  injinuation']  and  to 
the  end  of  the  queftion. 

The  queftion  was  put,  that  thefe  words  do  ftand 
part  of  the  queftion. 

It  was  refolved  in  the  afBrmative. 

Content  5$. 
.  Not  Content  32. 

ne  PROTESrjTION  tothefirft  rcfolution  of 
Jan.  29.   1722. 

i.TQEcaufe   the   affertion  and    fuggeftion  in  the 
j3  pi'oteft,  intended  to  be  cenfured   by  the  re- 
foluiidn,    are   qualified,    as  the  amendment  offered 
would  have  ftated  them,  if  admitted,  by  being  re- 
ftrained   to   the  opinion  of  the  Lords  who  figned 
the  protcftation.     But   thofe  reftri<5lions  are  who- 
ly  omitted  in  the   refolution,    and  we  are   clearly 
of    opinion,   that   if  the  aflertion    and    fuggeftion 
had  been  {^t  forth   in  the  refolution,  as  they   ftand 
in  the  proteftation,  they  could  not  have  been  cen- 
fured with  any  colour  of  juftice ;    but  that  the  faid 
omiiTion  being  as   we  conceive,  of  a  circumftance 
extremly  material,  we  think  the   cenfures  contain- 
ed in  the  refolution  are  not  applicable  to  the  af- 

fertion 
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fertion  and  fuggeftion,    found   in  the   proteftation, 
but  to  fuch  as  are  of  a  different  nature. 

2.  The  reftraining  the  aflertion  ufed  in  the  pro- 
teftation  to  the  apprehenfion  or  opinion  of  the 
Lords  protefting,  where  it  contradids  the  opinion 
of  the  houfe,  is,  as  we  conceive,  fo  much  of  the 
efTence  of  the  proteftation  with  reafons,  that  of 
the  great  number  of  inftances  of  fuch  proteftations 
flanding  in  the  journals  of  this  houfe,  not  one 
would  be  found  regular  among  them,  if  that  due 
caution  and  refpedt  to  the  opinion  of  the  majority 
was  omitted :  And  therefore  it  feems  clear  to  us, 
that  the  like  cenfure  might  be  as  juftly  pafTed  on 
all  the  proteftations  with  reafons,  that  were  ever 
entered,  if  they  were  recited  and  reprefented  in  the 
fame  manner  as  we  conceive  this  to  be. 


Litchfield. 

Foley, 

'Trevor. 

Fr.Ceftrien, 

Strafford. 

Guilford. 

Afhburnham, 

Exeter. 

Aberdeen. 
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Gower. 

Anglefey, 

Hay. 

Montjoy, 

Cowper. 

Compion. 

The    PROTESTATION  to  the  fecond  refolutSon 
of  Jan.  29.  1722. 

Dijfentient' 

BEcaufe  we  conceive  it  to  be  contrary  to  the 
nature  and  courfe  of  proceedings  in  Parlia- 
ment, that  a  complicated  queftion,  confifting  of 
matters  of  a  different  confideration,  lliould  be  put, 
efpecially  if  objeded  to,  that  Lords  may  not  be 
deprived  of  the  liberty  of  giving  their  judgments 
on  the  faid  different  matters,  as  they  think  fit. 

Signed  by  the  fame  Lords  as  that  above. 

U  4  The 
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The  PROTESTATION  to  the  third  refolution 
of  Jan.  29.  1722. 

Dipntient* 
1 .  13  Ecaufe  when  the  queftion   was   moved  on 

13  the  2 1  ft  of  this  inftant,  in  order  to  appoint 
a  day  for  the  houfe  to  enquire  if  the  printing  of 
Layer's  trial  had  been  difpatched  with  all  proper 
expedition  •,  or,  if  not,  where  the  fault  lay  5  which 
would  naturally  have  led  ua  to  have  feen,  if  it 
had  fallen  into  any  other  hands  than  it  fhould  have 
done  :  Though  we  thought  it  highly  reafonable, 
the  majority  of  the  houfe  then  did  not  ;  and  we 
were  yet  willing  to  have  given  into  the  fame  exa- 
mination. But  we  cannot  conceive  it  to  be  fit  or 
agreeable  to  the  dignity  or  regular  courfe  of  pro-, 
ceedings  in  this  houfe,  to  vote  or  rofolve  on  mat- 
ters of  fa6l  fuch  as  are  contained  in  this  refolution, 
without  any  examination  at  all,  or  any  evidence 
given,  to  fupport  them,  and  which,  in  their  na- 
ture, as  we  think,  cannot  be  within  the  know- 
ledge of  any  Lord  prefent  in  the  debate. 

2.  As  for  the  infmuation  with  which  the  pro- 
teft  is  charged  by  this  refolution,  we  do  not  ap- 
prehend the  proteftation  to  be  juftly  liable  to  that 
charge.  But  fuppofing  it  to  be  fo,  we  cannot  yet 
but  be  of  opinion,  that  the  permitting  that  matter 
to  have  been  fully  inquired  into,  would  have  been 
the  propereft  and  beft  method  of  prevendng  or 
anfwering  that  infmuation. 
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A  motion  was  made,  that  this  houfe,  not  ca- 
p.ible  of  doubting  of  the  truth  of  the  traiterous 
confpiracy  communicated  to  them  by  his  Majefty, 
in  his  mod  gracious  fpeech  from  the  throne, 
has  even  fince  that  time  received  very  great  fatis- 
fadion  from  fome  convincing  proofs  touching  the 
fame,  and  is  firmly  perfuaded,  that  fuch  farther 
fatisfadbion  will  be  yet  in  due  time  given,  as  muft 
render  it  impofTible  for  any  one  to  doubt  thereof. 
Upon  this  refolution,  a  proteft  was  made  by  twen- 
ty two  Lords,  for  the  reafons  following. 

1.  Becaufe,  to  the  beft  of  our  apprehenfion,  no 
part  of  the  protefbation  gave  occafion  for  the  put- 
ting fuch  a  quell  ion  :  For  it  was  as  we  conceive, 
admitted  in  the  protedation,  that  his  Majefty*s 
mod  gracious  fpeech  from  the  throne  had  given 
fatisfa6tion  as  to  the  truth  of  the  confpiracy  in  ge- 
neral; and  the  excepting  Layer'^s  trial  therein  did 
plainly  allow  that  the  laid  trial  had,  as  far  as  it 
went,  opened  the  particulars:  and  yet  the  refolu- 
tion, as  we  take  it,  carries  with  it  an  infinuation, 
that  the  proteftation  had  raifed  a  doubt  concerning 
the  truth  of  the  faid  traiterous  confpiracy  ;  which 
infinuation  is,  in  our  opinion  intirely  groundlefs. 

2.  The  faid  feveral  refolutions  importing,  cen- 
furing,  as  we  conceive,  the  faid  proteftation,  and 
being  not  warranted  by  more  than  one  precedent 
that  we  can  find  in  the  journals  of  this  houfe; 
and  the  liberty  of  protefting  with  reafons,  being 
an  unqueftionable  right,  and  efTential  privilege  of 
the  whole  peerage,  we  are  of  opinion,  that  the 
laid   refolutions    tend   to   difcourage   and  difcoun- 
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tenance  the  due  liberty  of  protefting,  and,  in  that 
refped,  may  be,  as  we  apprehend,  of  dangerous 
confequence. 


Guilford, 
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Die  Sabhati  i6to  jF^^/1722. 

TH  E  amendments  in  the  bill  for  punifhing  mu- 
tiny  and  defertion  were,  according  to  order, 
reported,  and  the  amendment  for  inferting  the 
number  of  forces  thought  proper  to  be  kept  on 
foot  for  the  enfuing  year,  confifting  of  1 6449  ^^' 
fedive  men,  Officers  included,  and  1815  invalids, 
being  read  a  fecond  time. 

The  queftion  was  put,  whether  to  agree  with 
the  Committee  in  this  amendment  ? 

It  was  refolved  in  the  affirmative. 
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Diffentient^ 

I .  Becaufe,  as  we  conceive,  the  keeping  an  ar- 
my of  regular  troops  in  this  kingdom  under  mar- 
tial law,  confifting  of  a  greater  number  than  what 
we  take  to  be  neceffary  for  the  guard  of  the  King's 
perfon,  and  the  defence  of  the  government,  is  of  the 
moft  dangerous  confequence  to  the  conftitution 
of  this  kingdom,  and,  in  our  opinion,  may  bring 
a  total  alteration  of  the  frame  of  our  government, 
from  a  legal  and  limited  monarchy,  to  a  defpotic. 
And  we  are  induced  to  be  of  this  judgment,  as 
well  from  the  nature  of  armies,  and  the  incon- 
iiftence  of  fo  great  a  military  power  and  martial 

law 
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law  with  the  civil  authority,  as  from  the  known 
and  univerfal  experience  of  other  countries  in  Eu- 
rope^  which,  by  the  influence  and  power  of  Hand- 
ing armies,  in  time  of  peace,  have  from  limited 
monarchies  (like  ours)  been  changed  into  abfolute  ; 
for  which  reafon  we  cannot  give  our  confent  to 
this  amendment,  whereby  the  prefent  number  of 
troops,  amounting  in  the  whole  (invalids  includ- 
ed) to  fourteen  thoufand  odd  hundred  men  (which 
we  think  abundantly  fufficient  for  all  good  pur- 
pofes)  will  be  increafed  to  near  four  thoufand 
more,  although  there  be  at  this  time  no  ground  to  ^ 

apprehend  an  invafion  from  a  foreign  enemy,  or, 
as  we  believe,  any  infurredion  or  rebellion  at  home, 

2.  Becaufe  that  which  feems  to  have  given  rife 
to  this  augmentation  of  the  army,  is  the  late  trea- 
fonable  confpiracy,  which  his  Majefty  at  the  open- 
ing of  this  feffion,  acquainted  his  Parliament 
with ;  and  that  confpiracy  having  been  difcovered 
above  eight  months  fince,  and  the  farther  detect- 
ing and  punifhing  the  confpirators  having  been 
ever  fmce  in  the  hands  of  a  faithful  and  diligent 
Miniftry,  we  cannot  think  it  at  all  probable  the 
confpiracy  Ihould  ftill  be  carrying  on-,  or  if  any 
dregs  of  it  fhould  be  yet  remaining,  that  the  go- 
vernment cannot  be  eafily  fecured  by  a  civil  au- 
thority, aflifted  by  fo  great  a  number  of  troops  as 
are  at  prefent  on  foot ;  and  therefore  we  cannot . 
think  ourfelves  juftifiable  to  the  kingdom  (whole 
rights  end  privileges  we  are  intrufted  to  preferve) 
had  we  given  our  votes  for  this  augmentation  of 
troops,  when  no  evident  neceflity,  or  juft  occa- 
fion  appeared  to  us  for  fuch  an  increafe. 

3.  Becaufe  the  ad  pafTed  this  feffion,  to  enable 
his  Majefty  to  apprehend  and  detain  in  cuftody 
any  perfon  (fufpedled  of  being  engaged  in  any 
treafgnable  confpiracy)  for  above  twelve  months, 

though 
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though  that  power  had  never  been  granted  to  the 
crown  before,  for  half  that  time  at  once  (and  that 
when  there  was  an  a6lual  rebellion,  or  expected 
invalion)  was  fo  great  a  power  added  to  the  for- 
mer authority  of  the  crown,  that  we  cannot  but 
think  it  altogether  fufficient  to  prevent  any  mif- 
chief  from  treafonable  plots  or  pradices,  which 
may  be  carried  on  by  any  rebellious  or  difcontent- 
ed  perfons,  without  increafing  the  army,  which, 
in  its  prefent  fVate,  is  not  fubmitted  to,  but  as  ne- 
celTary  for  avoiding  a  greater  evil. 

4.  Though  the  intended  augmentation  by  this 
bill  is  intended  only  for  one  year,  yet  we  fear  this 
will  be  a  means  of  continuing  them  in  perpetuity ; 
for  we  think  it  probable,  there  will,  at  all  times 
hereafter,  be  eafily  found  as  good  reafons  for  continu- 
ing this  increafe,  as  there  is  now  for  making  it. 

5.  Becaufe  we  thiuk  the  greateft,  and  only  lad- 
ing fecurity  to  his  Majefty   and  his   government, 
is  in  the  hearts  and  afFedions  of  his  fubjedls;    and 
if  the  difafFedlion  or  difcontents  which  have  of  late 
happened  from  fome  unfortunate  proceedings,  are 
thought   by   any   to   be  an  argument   for   raifing 
more  forces,  we  think  it  the  duty  of  all  good  fub- 
jedls,    who  wifh  well  to  his  Majefty  and  our  pre- 
fent happy  eftabli/hment,  to  ufe  their  beft  endea- 
vours for  curing  thofe  difcontents,    by  removing 
or   lefTening   the  occafions   of  them,    and   confe- 
quently,  that   there  fhould  not  be  an  augmentation 
of  the   army,  which   is   already   fufficiently   bur- 
thenfome  to  the  fubje(5i:s,  both  by  the  great  charge 
of  maintaining  them,  and  by  the  uneafinefs  to  the 
places  where  they  are  quartered  ;    becaufe  thereby 
the  charge  to  the  fubjed  will  be  confiderabJy  in- 
creafed,    which,     as    we   apprehend,    ought  moft 
carefully  to  be  avoided  in  our  circumftances,  when 
the  load  of  taxes  is  already  fo  very  great,  and  the 

kingdom 
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kingdom  involved  in  fo  immenfe  a  debt,  that  no- 
thing but  the  moft  prudent  oeconomy  and  good  huf- 
bandry,  can  give  us  any  probable  profped  of  eafmg 
it :  and  therefore  not  being  convinced  of  any  real 
or  juft  ground  for  fuch  increafe  of  troops,  do  fear 
that  this  will  not  take  away  or  leflen,  but  rather  in- 
creafe the  difcontents  and  difaffedlion  of  the  people, 
and  in  that  refped,  weaken  his  Majefty's  govern- 
ment, in  a  greater  degree  than  it  will  be  flrengthned 
by  this  addition  of  forces,  allowing  fomething  for 
the  poflibility  of  falfe  mufters. 


JV,  Ehor. 

Gower, 

Cowper, 

Powlet^ 

Trevor, 
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Compton, 

Litchfield^ 

Aberdeen, 

Strafford, 

Ajhhurnham^ 

Oxford, 

Fr.  Cejtriens. 

Foley, 

Scarfdale, 

Hay, 

Monijoy, 

March  8.  The  Commons  proceeded  to  take  into 
confideration  the  report  from  the  committee  appoint- 
ed to  examine  Chrijlopher  Layer  and  others ;  and 
William  Pulteney,  Efq  ;  moved  that  this  queftion 
might  be  put,  viz. 

'  That  upon  confideration  of  the  report  and  the  ^^^t«?  ««* 

,     r  1  1  •         •  1      •  1  relolutionsof 

*  ieveral  papers  and  examinations  relating  to  the  con-  the  com- 

*  fpiracy,  it  appears  to  this  houfe,thata  deteftableand  ^°°^^^pf' 
'  horrid  confpiracy  has  been  formed  and  carried  on  by  racy, 

'  perfons  of  figure  and  diftindlion,  and  their  agents 
'  and  inftrumentsi  in  conjundlion  with  traitors  abroad, 

*  for  invading  thefe  kingdoms  with  foreign  forces, 
'  for  raifing  infurredions  and  a  rebellion  at  home, 

*  for  feizing  the  tower  and  city  of  London,  for  lay- 

*  ing  violent  hands  upon  the  perfon  of  his  moft  facred 

*  Majefty  and  the  Prince  of /^<3/^j,  in  order  to  fubvert 
«  our  prelent  happy  eftablifhment  in  church  and  ftate, 
'  by  placing  a  Popijh  Pretender  upon  the  throne. 

This  motion  was  feconded  by  Sir  John  Rujbout 
^nd  Thomas  Broderick,  Efq;  but  Mr.  Shippen  and  Mr. 

Bromley 
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Bromley  endeavoured  to  extenuate  fome  matters, 
which,  in  their  opinion,  were  couched  in  too  flrong 
terms,  as  not  being  clearly  proved.  They  faid  they 
did  not  doubt  of  the  confpiracy,  for  they  believed 
there  had  always  been  one  carrying  on  againft  the 
prefent  fettlcment,  ever  fince  the  Revolution :  But 
from  what  had  yet  been  laid  before  the  houfe,  it  did 
not  appear  to  them  that  there  was  fuch  a  particular 
concerted  plot  as  was  mentioned  in  the  queftion  above- 
mentioned.     Sir  Jofeph  Jekyll^  Mafter  of  the  Rolls, 

*  faid  thereupon,  with  a  great  deal  of  warmth,  he 
«  could  not  with  patience,  and  with  his  ufual  mode- 
«  ration,  hear  the  truth  of  this  deteftable  and  horrid 
«  confpiracy  called  into  queftion,  after  fo  many  unde- 
«  niable  proofs.  But,  added  he,  as  there  are  people 
«■  who  know  nothing  of  the  plot,  and  yet  believe  it, 

*  fo  there  are  others  that  knov/  the  whole  plot,  and 

*  yet  pretend  not  to  believe  it.*  He  was  anfv/ered 
by  Mr.  TV -J who,  in  particular,  ex- 
cepted againft  thele  words  in  the  queftion,  viz.  for 
laying  violent  hands  upon  the  perfon  of  his  mofifacrei 
Majefty  and  the  Prince  of  Wales  •,  becaufe  it  appeared 
by  the  report,  that  the  confpirators  only  meant  the 
feiziiig  or  affaulti?ig  the  King's  perfon,  &c.  But  he 
was  fmartly  replied  to  by  Mr.  Horace  IValpole,  who, 
among  other  things,  faid,  *•  he  was  amazed  to  hear 
'  fuch  words  come  out  of  the  mouth  of  a  lawyer, 
'  and  a  member  of  that  houfe  ;  but  fince  he  had  for- 

*  got  his  profeflion,   and  the  place  he  was  in  fo  far 

*  as  to  make  fo  fmall  a  matter  of  feizing  the  King*s 

*  perfon,  and  the  heir  apparent,  on  whom  all  that  is 

*  dear  and  valuable  to  Englifhmen,  both  as  men  and 

*  chriftians,    intirely  depends,  he  muft  take  the  li- 

*  berty  to  tell  him,  that,  much  lefs  than  feizing  and 

*  aflaulting  the  perfon  of  the  King  or  Prince,   is  by 

*  our  laws  looked  upon  as  an  over-aEl  of  high-treafon. 
After  fome  other  fpeeches  on  both  fides,  the  queftion, 
as  propofed  by  Mr.  Pulteney^  was  carried  without 
dividing. 

Then 
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Then  Mr.  Pelbam  moved,  *  That  it  appears  to 

*  this  houfe,  that  Chrijiopher  Layer  in  his  feveral  ex- 

*  aminations  before  the  Lords  of  the  council,  and 
'  the  committee  of  this  houfe,  has  grofly  prevarica- 
«  ted,  fupprefled  the  truth,  contradicSled  himfelf,  and 
'  endeavoured,  as  far  as  in  him  lies,  to  difguife  and 
'  conceal  the  faid  horrid  and  deteftable  Gonfpiracy  : 
And  being  feconded  by  the  Lord  TyrconneU  the  faid 
queilion  was  alfo  carried  without  any  divifion. 

After  this  Mr.  Attorney -General  moved,  '  That 

*  it  appears  to  this  houfe,  that  John  Plunket  has  been 

*  a  principal  agent  and  inftrument  in  the  faid  horrid 
'  and  deteftable  confpiracy,  and  has  carried  on  feve- 
'  ral  treafonable  correfpondences  to  procure  a  foreign 
'  force  to  invade  thefe  kingdoms,  to  raife  infurrec- 

*  tions  and  a  rebellion  at  home,  and  was  engaged 
^  with  others  in  the  villainous  and  execrable  defign 
'  of  laying  violent  hands  upon  his  Majefty's  moft 
'  facred  perfon.'  This  queftion  being  likewife  car- 
ried with  very  little  oppofition  and  without  divifion ; 
Mr.  Attorney  General  moved  again,  that  leave  be 
given  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  inflitl  certain  fains  and 
penalties  upon  John  Plunket.  He  was  feconded  by 
Mr.  Onflow^  but  tho'  the  faid  motion  was  warmly 
oppofed,  yet  after  a  long  debate,  it  was  carried  by  a 
majority  of  289  voices,  againft  130,  that  the  faid 
bill  be  brought  in  •,  and  then  the  houfe  adjourned  till 
Monday   the  nth  of  March, 

That  day  the  houfe  rcfumed  the  adjourned  confi- 
deration  of  the  report  from  the  fecret  committee, 
and  Mr.   Sollicitor  General  opened  the  debate  in  a  Farther  de- 
fpeech,  wherein  he  particularly  enlarged  on  the  ihare  ^^fj^'jjj'^^^'^' 
Mr.  George  Kelly ^  alias  Johnfon^  had  in  the  traiterous  bout  the 
and  deteftable  confpiracy,    and  then  propofed  this  co'^^pi"'^' 
queftion,  viz,  '  That  upon  confideration  of  the  re- 

*  port  from  the  committee,  appointed  to  examine 

*  Chrijiopher  Layer  and  others,  and  the  feveral  pa- 

*  pers  and  examinations  relating  to  the  confpiracy 

it. 
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*  it  appears  to  this  houfe,  that  George  Kelly ^  alias 
'  Johnjon^   has  been  a  principal  agent  and  inflrument 

*  in  the  faid  horrid  and  deteftable  confpiracy,   and 

*  has  carried  on  feveral  treafonable  correfpondences 

*  to  raife  infurredlions  and  a  rebellion  at  home,  and 

*  to  procure  a  foreign  force  to  invade  thefe  king- 

*  doms  from  abroad:*  This  motion  being  feconded 
by  Mr.  Sandys^  was  carried  without  any  divifion. 
Then  Mr.  Soliicitor  General  moved,  that  a  bill  be 
brought  in  to  injii5l  certain  pains  and  penalties  upon 
George  Kelly  alias  Johnfon,  which  was  feconded  by 
Mr.  Walpole.  Hereupon  Mr.  French ard  faid,  he 
thought  the  propereft  way  to  proceed  againft  this 
criminal  was  in  the  old  parliamentary  method,  by 
bill  of  Attainder^  there  being  fufHcient  proof  to  fup- 
port  fuch  a  bill:  But  this  motion,  was  not  feconded. 
On  the  other  hand,  Mr.  Bromley^  Mr.  Shippen^  Mr. 
Lutwyche^  and  fome  others,  oppofed  Mr,  Soliicitor 
General's  motion,  but  were  aq^fwered  by  the  Mafter 
of  the  Rolls  and  Mr.  Talbot,  and,  about  four  in  the 
afternoon,  the  queftion  being  put  thereupon,  was  car- 
ried in  the  affirmative  by  280  voices  againft  1 1 1. 

Then  Mr.  Tonge  ftood  up,  and  in  a  long  ipeech 
took  notice,  '  how  deeply  Dr.  Francis  Atterbtiryy 

*  Bifhop  of  Rochefter^    had  been  concerned  in  this 

*  deteftable  confpiracy  ;  aggravating  his  crime  from 

*  his  holy  fundlion,  and  high  ftation  in  the  church 

*  of  England^  a  church  ever  confpicuous  for  its  loy- 

*  alty ;  from  the  folemn  oaths  he  had,  on  fo  many 
'  occafions,  taken  to  the  government,  and  by  which 
^  he  had  abjured  the  Pretender  ;  when  at  the  fame 
'  time  he  was  traiteroufly  confpiring  to  bring  him 

*  in,  upon  the  ruin  of  his  country,  and  of  all  that 
^  was  dear  and  valuable  to  us,  as  freemen  and  chrif- 
^  tians:  Concluding,   That  as  he  was  a  difgrace  to 

*  his  order,  and  difhonour  to  the  church,  fo  he  might 
pebateand  <  apply  to  him,  on  this  occafion,  thefe  words  of  the 
bout'^thr^'  '  ift.  of  A5ls^  verfe  20th.  Let  his  habitation  hede^ 
Bifirop  of    4  [qI^iiq  and  let  no  man  dwell  therein :  And  his  Bi- 

^  SHOPRJC 
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'  s  H  o  p  R I  c  /f /  another  take. ;  and  therefore  he  moved, 
'  That  it  appears  to  this  houfe,  that  Francis  Lord 
'  Bifhop  of  Rochefter  was  principally  concerned  ia 
'  forming,  diredling  and  carrying  on  the  faid  wicked 
'  and  deteflable  confpiracy,  for  invading  thefe  king- 

*  doms  with  a  foreign  force,  and  for  railing  infur- 

*  regions  and  a  rebellion  at  home,  in  order  to  fub- 

*  vert  our  prefent  happy  eftablifhment  in  church  and 

*  ftate,  by  placing  a  Popifh  Pretender  upon  the 
'  throne'.*  Mr.  T'onge  was  feconded,  and  flrongly 
fupported  by  Sir  John  Cope  ;  but  they  were  anfwered 
by  Sir  William  Wyndham^  who  faid,  he  faw  nocaufe 
to  proceed  againft  the  Bifliop  in  fo  fevere  a  manner, 
there  being  little,  or  indeed,  no  evidence  befides 
conjefuures  and  hearfays.  He  was  backed  by  Mr. 
Bromley^  Mr.  SbipDen,  Mr.  Hutchefon^  Mr.  Hunger^ 
ford^  Mr.  Strangeways^  Mr.  Lutwyche^  and  in  a  moft 
ftrenuous  manner  by  Dr.  Friend.  They  were  replied 
to  by  Sir  Jofeph  Jekyll,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer., Mr.  PelhaWy  Mr.  Tall?ot^  Mr.  John  Smithy 
(formerly  Speaker  of  the  houfe  of  Commons)  and 
Mr.  PFilliam  Pulteney ;  and  a  motion  being  made 
and  thequeftion  put.  That  the  houfe  do  now  adjourn, 
it  pafied  in  the  negative  by  a  majority  of  285  voices 
againft  152;  after  which  the  queftion  being  put 
upon  Mr.  Tongeh  motion,  the  fame  was  carried  with- 
out dividing.  Then  a  motion  was  made,  and  the 
queftion  put.  That  a  bill  be  brought  in  to  infill  cer- 
tain pains  and  penalties  upon  Francis  Lord  BiJJjop  of 
Rochefter,  which  after  f  )me  farther  debate,  was  alfo 
carried  without  any  divifion. 

The  Commons  having  fat  very  late,  adjourned  MeiTage  a- 
t\itm^dvQSX.Q  Wednefday  iho.  13th  of  March,  when  fv/^;z^'sbe. 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the    Execbequer   acquainted  the  jps^^^^"''? 
houfe.  That  he  had  received  his  Majefty's  commands  Won, ' 
to  acquaint  this  houfe,  '  That  his  Majefty  having 
'  had  juft  reafon  to  apprehend  Dr.  John  Friend  (a 

*  member  of  this  houfe,  for  high-t reafon^  liad  caufed 

Vol.  VIIL  X  '  him 
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*  him  to  be  apprehended,   and  defired  the  confent  of 

*  this  houfe  to  his  being  committed  and  detained  for 
'  high'treafon^  according  to  an  ad:  of  this  prefent 

*  felTion,  for  impowering  his  Majefty  to  fecure  andde- 
Motion  and  <  tatu  fuch  perfons  as  his  Majefty  Jhall  fufpe5l  are 

^  confpiring  againft  his  perfon  and  government :  Upon 
'  which  he  moved,  '  That  an  humble  addrefs  be 
'  prefented  to  his  Majefty,  That  he  would  be  pleafed 

*  to  give  orders  for  committing  and  detaining  Dr. 

*  John  Friend  (a  member  of  this  houfe)  purfuant  to 

*  the  a(5l  of  this  feffion  of  Parliament  for  that  pur- 

*  pofe/  This  motion  was  feconded  and  backed  by 
feveral  members :  But  Mr.  Shippen  and  Mr.  Bromley 
oppofed  it,  faying,  '  They  could  not  fee  any  reafon 

*  for  that  houfe  giving  leave  for  detaining  any  mem- 

*  ber  unlefs  the  fpecies  of  treafon  was  declared,  and 

*  that  the  information  was  upon  oath.  Sir  Jofeph 
«  Jekyll  and  Mr.  Robert  Walpole.,  replied.  That  by 

*  the  late  afl  for  fufpending  the  Habeas  Corpus^  the 
'  King  was   impowered  to  take  up  any  perfon  he 

*  had  reafon  to  fufpedl ;  That  therefore  the  govern- 

*  ment  was  not  obliged  to  fiy,  whether  the  infor- 
'  mation  v/as  upon  oath  or  not ;  but  Mr.  Walpolt 
'  added,  iie  did  not  doubt  but  Dr.  Friend  was  charged 

*  upon  oath  -,    and  privately    declared   to   feveral 

*  members,  That  they  had  a  pofitive  oath  of  his 

*  being  guilty  of  the  blackeft  and  bafeft  treafon.'  Mr. 
Shippen  then  fuggefting,  That  the  docSlor's  having 
fpoke  fo  warmly  the  Monday  before  in  Kelly^s  and  the 
Billiop  of  Rochefter^s  behalf,  was,  in  his  opinion,  the 
reafon  of  his  being  taken  up  the  next  day  himfelf, 
and  that,  at  that  rate,  there  was  an  end  of  the  li- 
berty of  fpeech,  which  every  member  of  that  houfe 
had  a  right  to  :  Mr.  Walpole^  with  a  great  deal  of 
warmth,  replied,  '  He  wondered  any  gentleman 
^  could  think  any  minillry  capable  of  fo  bafe  a  thing, 
'  as  to  take  up  any  gentleman  for  what  he  faid  in 
'  that  houfe,  without  any  other  caufe,  when  they 
'  knew  themfelves  to  be  accountable  as  well  as  o- 

'  thers 
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'  thers  for  their  acflions :  Adding,  that  they  who  made 

*  fuch  infmuations,  might  more  eafily  be  proved  to 

*  be  Jacobites^  than  they  could  make  out  fuch  an  al- 

*  legation  againft  the  miniftry.'  Mr.  Pulteney  fpoke 
on  the  fame  fide,  and  in  relation  to  Dr.  Friend's 
fpeaking  in  Kelly's  behalf,  obferved,  '  That  it  was 

*  ufua],  in  all  confpiracies,  for  one  traitor  to  endea- 

*  vour  to  excufe  another.'  Mr.  Sbippen  with  fome 
warm  animadverted  upon  this  fevere  reflection, 
faying,  '  it  was  not  to  be  endured  to  have  a  mem- 

*  ber  of  that  houfe  called  a   traitor  before  he   was 

*  convi6bed  as  fuch:'  But  Mr.  Pulteney  having  ex- 
plained hi  mfe If,  that  matter  ended  ;  and  then  the 
motion  for  an  addrefs  was  carried  without  dividing. 

The  next  day,  the  Commons  having  refumed  the 
adjourned  confideration  of  the  Report  from  the  com- 
mittee appointed  to  examine  Chriftopher  Layer  and 
others,  it  was  refolved,   i.  That  the  faid  report  be 
communicated  to  the  Lords  at  a  conference,     idly. 
To  addrefs  his  Majefty  for  leave,  that  the  papers  and 
examinations  which  had  been  laid  before-*  the  houfe, 
relating  to  the  confpiracy,  might  be   communicated 
to  the  Lords.  3^/y,  That  an  humble  addrefs  be  pre-  Addrefs  of 
fented  to  his  Majefty,   '  expreffing  the  indignation  of^thlTonl 
'  of  this  houfe  againft  the  horrid  and  deteftable  con-  fpjracy,  &c. 
'  fpiracy  which  had  been  carried  on  againft  his  Ma- 
'  jefty's  facred  perfon,  and  to  congratulate  his  Ma- 
'  jefty  on  tlie  happy  difcovery  of  it,    and  to  aflfure 

*  his  Majefty,  that  this  houfe  would  proceed   v/ith 
'  the  utmoft  vigour,  to  bring  thofe  to  juftice  who 

*  had  been  concerned  in  thefe    unnatural   defigns  a- 

*  gainft  their  country,  and  would  effedually  fupport 
'  his  Majefty's  government,    and  would  maintain 

*  with  all  that  is  dear  and  valuable  to  them,  the  pre- 
'  fent  happy  eftablifliment.' 

A  committee  was  appointed  to  draw  up  this  laft 
addrefs,  of  whivch  Mr.  Broderick  being  chofen  chair- 

X  2  man. 
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rTiUn,  he  reported  the  faid  addrefs  to  the  houfe  on 
Monday  the  1 8th  of  January^  and  the  fame  having 
been  agreed  to,  was  on  Wednefday  the  20th  prefent- 
ed  by  the  whole  houfe,  to  his  Majefty,  as  follows : 

Mojl  gracious  Sovereign^ 
«  -yr  OUR  Majefty's  moft  dutiful  and  loyal  fub- 

*  X    j^^s,  the  Commons  in  Parliament  affembled, 

*  do  humbly  beg  leave  to  approach  your  royal  per- 

*  fon  with  hearts  full  of  concern  and  horror,   for  the 

*  deteftable   confpiracy   formed  againft  your  perfon 

*  and  government. 

*  We  lament,  with  indignation,  that  any  of  our 

*  fellow  fubjefts,  who  enjoy,  in  common  with  us, 

*  the  many  and  fignal  bleflings  of  your  Majefly's 

*  mild  and  juft  adminiftration,  fhould  fo  far  give 

*  themfelves  up  to  delufion,  as  to  confpire  againft 

*  public  liberty ,  againft  their  own  fecurity,  and  againft 

*  the  only  bulwark  of  all  that  is  dear  and  valuable, 

*  your  Majefty 's  perfon  and  the  proteftant  fucceftion 

*  in  your  royal  family. 

'  We  fee  with  aftoniftiment,  that  perfons  of  figure 
'  and  diftindlion,  who  ought  to  have  been  the  beft 
'  judges,  and  moft  zealous  defenders  of  your  benefi- 

*  cent  and  mild  reign    (by  which  alone   their   for- 

*  tunes  and  dignities  can  be  made  fecure)  fliould  be 
'  fo  far  infatuated,  as  to  head  and  abett  a  monftrous 

*  confpiracy  to  deftroy  your  Majefty,  their  country 
'  and  themfelves  j  that  honour,  faith,  and  the  moft 

*  folemn  ties  of  religion,  ftiould  be  violated  in  fa- 

*  vour  of  a  popifli  fugitive,  known  only  for  his 
'  blind  bigotry  and  attachment  to  Rome, 

'  As  we  have,  with  fenfible  forrow  and  juft   re- 

*  fentment,  difcovered  thefe  vile  pradices,  fo  will 
* ,  we  take  care  that  the  wicked  authors  may  not,  by 

*  any  contrivance  or  praftice  whatfoever,  cfcape  pu- 

*  niflimeni: ;  but  that  all  confpirators  may,  by  the 
^  juftice  of  Parliament,  be  for  ever  hereafter  deter- 
^.  red  from  engaging  in  fuch  traiterous  attempts. 

'  We 
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'  We  congratulate  your  Majefly,  and  all   your 

*  good  fubjeds,  that  you  have  efcaped  the  black  and 
'  unnatural  defigns  of  the  word  of  men  ;   and  that 

*  Almighty  God  has,  by  this  happy  difcovery,  given 

*  you  and  your  royal  family  a  frefh  inilance  of  his 

*  lingular  care  and  protection. 

'  For  us  (your  faithful  Commons)  who  feel  with 

*  joy  and  gratitude  the  ineftimable  bleflings  of  your 
'  reign  ;  who  are  fenfible  of  the  glorious  advantages 

*  of  liberty  and  of  the  Proteftant  religion  ;  and  have 

*  in  abhorrence  the  mifery  and  flavery  infeparable 
'  from  Popery  and  a  Popifh  government  : 

'  We  will  iland  by  your  Majefly,  and  efFedtually 
'  fupport  your  government,  at   the  hazard  and  ex- 

*  pence  of  our  lives  and  fortunes. 

"   '  We  will  maintain  and  defend  your  Majefty's 

*  rightful  and  lawful  title  to  the  crown  of  thefe  realms, 
'  and  endeavour  to  tranfmit  to  lateft  pofterity,  thifi 

*  happy,  free  and  ancient  conftitution. 

To  this  addrefs  the  King  returned   the  following 
moft  gracious  anfwer: 

Gentlemen^ 

*  T  Return  you  my  thanks  for  this  dutiful  and  loyal  The  Ki^g^a 

*  X  addrefs :  It  is  agreeable  to  the  many  inftances  ''^^'^^^' 

*  of  zeal  and  affedlion  to  Me,  which  you  have  upon 

*  every  occafion  exprelTed.  The  juft  refentment  and 
'  indignation  you  have  Ihewn  againil  this  confpiracy 
'  will,  I  doubt  not,  give  intire  fatisfadion  to  all  that 
'  fincerely  wilh  well  to  the  prefent  eilablilhment,  en- 
'  courage  the  friends  to  my   government,  and  deter 

*  the  enemies  of  our  common  peace  from  renewing 

*  thefe  rafh  and  defperate  attempts. 

On  Friday  the    15th  of  March^  Mr.  Controller 

having  acquainted  the  houfe,  that,  purfuant  to  their 

addrefs,  his  Majcfty  had  been  pleafed  to  give  leave, 

that  the  letters  and  papers  relating  to  the  confpiracy 

X  I  might 
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might  be  communicated  to  the  Lords,  the  fame  was 
ordered  accordingly,  and  that  the  Lords  be  acquaint- 
ed, that  the  Commons  defired  that  the  faid  papers 
might  be  returned  to  them    from    time  to  time,  as 
fhould  be  found  necefTary  for  the  proceedings  of  their 
bSvee5r^^   houfe.     Purfuant  to  this  and  a  former  order,  a  con« 
^°'^  ^!ul"  ference  being  defired,  by  the  Commons,  and  agreed 
papers  "rtk-  to  by  the  Lords,  Mr.  Pulteney^  chairman  of  the 
ciTnf'    cv^   committee  appointed  to  be  managers  for  the  Com- 
Mi:' Fuiic.  m.ons,  acquainted  their  Lordfhips,  '  That  the  Com- 
o?'tha  oc-  '  nions  upon  confideration  of  a  report  from  a  com- 
cafion.        *  mittee  of  their  own   memibers,  appointed  to  exa- 
'  mine  Chriftopher  Layer^  and  others,  as  alfo  feveral 

*  original  papers  and  letters  (upon  their  humble  ap- 

*  plication  to  his  Majefty)  laid  before  them,  being 
'  intirely  fatisfied.  That  a  deteftable  and  horrid  con* 

*  fpiracy  has  been  formed  and  carried  on  by  perfons 
'  of  figure  and  diftindion,  for  depofing  his  Maje- 
'  fly,  and  placing  a  Popiffo  Pretender  on  the  throne, 

*  and  being  fully  convinced,  that  feveral  treafonable 
'  correfpondences  have  been  entered  into  by  the  faid 

*  tray  tors,  for  foliciting  a  foreign  force  to  invade  thefe 

*  kingdoms ;  and  that  endeavours  have,  at  the  fame 

*  time,  been  ufed  by  them  for  raifmg  infurredions, 

*  and  inciting  a  rebellion  at  home ;  and  the  Commons 

*  finding  with  horror   and  aflonifhment,  that  fomiC 

*  of  the  confpirators  had  arrived  to  iuch  a  height  of 

*  wickednefs,  as  to  engage  in  a  villainous  and  exe- 

*  crable  defign  of  laying  violent  hands  on  his  Maje- 

*  fly's  mod  facred  perfon,  were  thoroughly  fenfxble, 

*  that  nothing  could  fo  effedlualiy  contribute  to  the 
'  fafety  of  his  Majefty,  and  the  prefervation  of  our 

*  prefent  happy  eflablifhment  in  church  and  flate,  as 

*  a  perfedl  unanimity  between  the  tv/o  houfes  of  Pai*- 

*  liament,  and  had  therefore  defired  this  conference 

*  to  communicate  the  faid  report  to  their  Lordlhips, 
'  together  with  original  papers  and  examinations 
'^  reterrcd  to  th^erein, 

'  And 
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'  And  as  it  might  be  necefTary  to  the  Comnnons 

*  in  their  farth  r  proceedings,  tohave  recourle,  from 

*  time  to  time,  to  th^  faid  original  papers  and  exa- 

*  minations,  they  did  den.re  that  upon  application  to 

*  be  made  to  their  Lordfliips,  the  fiime  might  be  re-* 

*  turned  to  them.  Co  .eluding,  that  the  Commons 
'  did  not  doubt  but  that  the  fame  zeal  which  adluated 

*  them,  would  likewife  animate  their  Lordlhips  in 

*  the  vip;orous  profecution  of  thefe  wicked  confpira- 
*•  tors,  'till  they  were  brought  to  exemplary  juliice, 

*  and  until  the  united  refentments  of  both  houfes  of 

*  Parliament  fhould  convince  the  whole  world  of  the 
'  danger  there  is  for  the  moft  fubde  tray  tors  to  at- 
'  tempt  the  fubverfion  of  this  government,  or  endea- 
'  vour  to  deprive  a  free  and  happy  people,  of  the 

*  bleffing  of  his  Majefty's  reign,  and  the  fucceflion 
'  of  his  royal  family,  upon  which  their  religion,  laws, 

*  and  liberties  intirely  depend. 

Having  done  fpeaking,  Mr.  Pulteney  communi- 
cated the  report  abovementioned  to  the  Lords,  and 
left  the  fame  together  with  a  trunk  locked  up,  con- 
taining the  original  papers,  letters  and  examinations. 
The  managers  being  returned  to  their  refpe6live  hou- 
ies,  the  Lord  Prefident  reported  to  the  Lords  the 
fubjecl  matters  of  the  conference^  whereupon  their 
Lordfhips  ordered, 

'  ly?.  That  the  faid  report  and  original  papers  be  '^^^  Lords 

*  referred  to  a  committee  of  nine  Lords  to  be  chofen  cretcommTt. 

*  by  way  of  balloting  the  next  day,  and  that  the  faid  ^^^ofmneto 

*  trunk  and  key  be  delivered  to  the  Lord  Chancellor,  thrpiot!"^° 
'  till  the  f^me  be  difpofed  of  by  order  of  the  houfe. 

*  2dl)\  That  the  managers  of  the  conference  be  a 
'  committee  to  prepare  what  might  be  fit  to  be  of- 
'  fered  to  the  Commons,  by  way  of  anfvver  to  fo 
'  much  of  what  was  delivered  to  them,  at  the  faid 
'  conference,  relating  to  the  faid  original  papers. 

X  4  Accord- 
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Accordingly,  on  Saturday  the  1 6th  of  March,  the 
Lords  proceeded,  by  way  of  ballot,  to  the  choice  of 
nine  Peers  to  be  a  committee  to  inquire  into  the  hor- 
rid and  deteftable  confpiracy,  and  upon  a  fcrutiny, 
the  following  lift  was  carried   by  a  vaft  majority. 

Their  graces  the  c  Dorfet, 
Dukes  of       c  Montrofe. 
r  Sar borough^ 
The  Earls  of       <  Lincoln^ 

The  Lords  {^^J,^^ 

TheBifhopsof   J^^£^^ 

On  Monday  the  1 8th  of  March,  the  Lords  defired 
a  conference  with  the  Commons,  which  being  readi- 
ly agreed  to,  the  managers  for  their  Lordfhips  ac- 
quainted the  Commons,  That  the  original  papers 
communicated  to  them,  fhould  according  to  the  de- 
fire  of  the  Commons,  be  returned  to  them,  as  occa- 
fion  required. 

Th€Biii)op     'The  Bifh op  of  i^^r^(/?^r's  try al  being  to  come  on 
r^eftfthe  the  4th  of  April,  he  fent  that  morning  a  letter  to  Mr. 
Speaker.      Speaker,  which  his  Lord  {hip  defired  might  be  com- 
municated to  the   houfcj    and,    accordingly,    Mr. 
Speaker  read  the  faid  Letter,  containing  in  fubftance, 

*  That  his  Lordfhip,  (tho'  confcious  of  his  own  in- 

*  nocence)  did,  on  feveral  accounts,  decline  giving 
fih  tryai.    '  that  houfe  any  trouble  that  day,  and  contented  him- 

'  felf  with  the  opportunity,  (if  the  bill  went  on)  of 

*  making  his  defence  before  another,  of  which  he 
'  had  the  honour  to  be  a  member.'  Notwithftand- 
ing  this  difappointment,  the  Commons  proceeded 
in  that  affair,  and  the  counfel  for  the  bill  being  cal- 
led in,  and  the  bill  read,  the  counfel  opened  the  e- 

vidence. 
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vidence,    and  produced   a   fcheme,    taken   among 
Mr.  Layerh  papers,  which  was  read  -,    as  were  alfo 
feveral  copies  of  letters  flopped  at  the  poft-office. 
Then  the  counfel  examined  feveral  witnefTes,  to  make 
good  the  allegations  of  the  bill ;  produced  feveral  pa- 
pers taken  at  his  Lordfhip's  houfes  at  Weftminfter 
and  Bromley  \  as  alfo  a  pacquet  taken  on  one  of  his 
Lordfhip's  fervants  at  the  Tower  of  London ;    and 
examined  two  witnefTes,  one  to  prove,  that  a  letter 
and  paper  contained  in  the  faid  pacquet  were  his 
Lordfhip's  hand- writing,  and  the  other  to  prove,  that 
a  letter  dire6ted  to  Mr.    'Dubois^    taken  among  his 
Lordfhip's  papers  at  the  Deanry  at  Weftminfter^  was 
fealed  With  the  fame  feal  that  the  letter  taken  on  his 
Lordfhip's  fervant  at  the  Tower ^  was  fealed.     Then 
the  coiinfel  fummed  up  the  evidence,  and  being  with- 
drawn,   Mr.  Speaker  opened   the  bill,    which  was 
committed  to  a  grand  committee  for  the  next  day: 
After  which  the  call  of  the  houfe  was  farther  adjourn- 
ed to  that  day  fevennight. 

On  Friday^  the  5th  of  Aprils  the  hill  for  infliSting 
certain  pains  and  penalties  upon  George  Kelly,  alias 
Johnfon,  with  the  amendments  made  thereto,  was 
ordered  to  be  ingrofTed,  and  then  the  ingrofTed  bill 
for  punifhing  Plunket^  was  read  the  third  time.  And 
the   queflion  being  put  that  the  bill  do  pafs,  the 
fame  was  flrenuoufly  oppofed  by  Sir  William  Wynd-  bui  againft 
ham^    who  was  feconded  by  Mr.  Shippen  and  Mr.  ■P^""^^  ^^nt 
Kettlehy ;  but  being  anfwered  by  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  lorL 
Exchequer^  and  the  Mafter  of  the  Rolls ^  the  queftion 
was  carried  in  the  affirmative  by  a  majority  of  250 
voices  againfl  72.  Hereupon  the  faid  bill  was  order- 
ed to  be  carried  up  to  the  Lords,  and  ic  v/as  alfo  or- 
dered. That  the  feveral  original  papers,  letters  and 
examinations,  which  were  returned  to  the  Commons, 
be  delivered  back  to  the  Lords  at  a  conference,  which 
was  done  accordingly. 

The 
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The  next  day,  the  bill  for  punifhing  George  Kel- 
ly ^  alias  Johnfon^  was  read  the  third  time,  paffed 
and  fent  up  to  the  Lords ;  and  then  the  Commons 
went  into  a  grand  committee  upon  the  bill  for  infiiEi- 
ing  certain  fains  andpenalties  upon  Francis  Lord  Bijhop 
of  Rochefter.     The  leading  men  among  the  tories, 
feeing  they  were  overpowered  by  numbers,  chofe 
to  go  out  of  the  houfe,  fo  that  only  Mr.  Lawfon^ 
Mr.  Oglethorpe^  and  two  or  three  more  (laid  in,  to 
Debate  a-    fpeak  in  the  Bifhop's  behalf.     When  they  came  to 
fto"p  of^^ol  the  filling  up  the  blank  for  pains  and  penalties,  the 
cbefter's  pu-^  court  party  moved.  That  he  fhould  be  deprived  of 
"^*^^"'*    his  office  and  benefice,  banilhed  the  kingdom,  be 
guilty  of  felony  if  he  returned,  and  that  it  Ihould 
not  be  in  the  King's  power  to  pardon  him  without 
confent  of  Parliament ;    but  without  forfeiture  of 
goods  and  chattels.     Hereupon  Mr.  Lawfon  repre- 
fented,  that  the  evidence  againft  the  Bifhop  being 
all  either  hear-fay,  or  conjedure,  and  therefore  not 
to  be  depended  upon,  he  ought  to  have  no  punifli- 
ment  at  all.     Mr.  Oglethorpe  was  of  the  fime  opi- 
nion, but  gave  it  another  turn.  He  faid,    *  It  was 
*•■  plain  the  Pretender  had  none  but  a  company  of  filly 

*  fellows  about  him  ;  and  it  was  to  be  feared.  That 

*  if  the  Bifhop,  who  was  allowed  to  be  a  man  of 

*  great  parts,  fhould  be  banifhed,  he  might  be  foli- 

*  cited  and  tempted  to  go  to  Rome^  and  there  be  in  a 

*  capacity  to  do  more  mifchief  by  his  advice,  than  if 
'  he  was  fuffered  to  flay  in  England^  under  the 
'  watchful  eye  of  thofe  in  power.'  But,  when  the 
queflion  was  put  it  was  carried  without  any  divifion. 

The  Committee  of  the  Lords,  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  confpiracy,  having  deliver'd  in  their 
report  to  the  houfe,  oh  the  2  3d  of  Jpril  j  tfce  houfe  of 
Peers  took  the  faid  report  into  confederation  the  next 
day,  and  the  faid  report  being  read,  it  was  refolved 
by  the  Lords  fpiritual  and  temporal  in  Parliament 
aifembled,    '  That  this  houfe  is  fully  fatisfied  and 

'  convinced. 
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convinced,  that  a  detellable  and  wicked  coiiipira- 
cy  has  been  formed  and  carried  on,  tor  ioliciting  a 
foreign  force  to  invade  thefe  kingdoms,  for  raifti-c^  a 
rebellion,  and  inciting  infurredion  in  L-.-iidcn.  and 
divers  other  parts  of  Great  Britain^  and  even  for 
laying  violent  hands  on  the  facred  perfon  of  his 
Majefty,  and  on  his  Royal  Highnefs  the  Prince 
of  fVales^  in  order  to  deftroy  our  religion  and 
happy  conftitution,  by  placing  a  Popilh  Preten- 
der on  the  Throne. 

After  this  it  v/as  Ordered^  *•  That  the  thanks  of 
this  houfe  be  given,  by  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
to  the  faid  Lords  Committees,  for  their  having 
difcharged  the  truft  in  them  repofed,  with  great 
exadlnefs,  care,  fidelity,  and  candour.'  Thereupon, 

The  Lord  Chancellor  addrefTing  himfelf  to  the 
Lords  of  the  fliid  Committee,  {viz.  Duke  of  Mon- 
trofe^  Duke  of  Borjet^  Earl  of  Lincoln^  Eai'l  of 
Scarborough^  Earl  of  IJlay^  Lord  Vifcount  Lonfdale^ 
Lord  Vifcount  TorringtoUy  Lord  Biihop  of  Sarum^ 
Lord  Bifhop  of  Lincoln)  gave  them  the  thanks  of 
the  houfe  in  the  following  words  : 

My  Lords  who  were  of  the  Committee, 

IAm  commanded  by  the  houfe  to  give  your  Lordjhips 
the  thanks  of  this  hcufe^  fur  your  having  difcharged 
the  trufi  repofed  in  you^  with  great  exa^nefs^  car e,  fi- 
delity^ and  candour. 

My  Lords, 
The  trufi  was  as  great  as  ever  was  repofed  by  this 
houfe  in  any  of  its  ^nemhers.  The  fuhjeSf  matter  of  your 
inquiry^  a  confpiracy  the  moft  dangerous  as  well  as  de- 
teftable^  big  with  mifchiefs  of  all  kinds ^  and  definitive 
of  every  thing  that  is  valuable  among  us  ;  carried  on 
and  managed  in  a  new  devifcd  method^  with  the  uU- 
mofi  cunning  as  well  as  wickednefs^  and  covered  with 
dlths  difguifes  the  mofl  artfuldexterity  could  contrive : 

and 
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andwhichtbereforereq^uired the greateft penetration  and 
skill  to  lay  open.  And  the  papers^  fome  of  them  offucb 
a  nature^  that  it  was  thought  Jit  to  refer  them  to  your 
Lordjhips^  lockedup  as  they  were  without  reading  them 
in  the  houfs. 

My  Lords, 

Tour  Lord/hips  have  fully  anfwered  the  expectations 
the  houfe  entertained^  when  they  pitched  upon  you  for 
this  truft,  ' 

Tour  application  ingoing  thro*  fo  many  papers  of  af- 
fe^ed  andjiudied  obfcurity ;  your  candour  and  exah- 
nefs  in  examining  the  per  Jons  concerned^  or  any  way  ca- 
fahle  of  giving  any  fatisfaElion^  and  in  repre- 
fentivg  what  they  faid\  the  accuracy  and  judgment  of 
your  remarks  •,  the  light  you  have  fo  happily  given  to 
feveral  pajjages  tn  the  report  of  the  Committee  of  the 
Commons^  which  tho^  in  themfelves  juft^  were  yet  liable 
to  cavils^  byfuch  as  were  loath  to  have  the  truth  found 
out^  give^  1  dare  fay,  a  fenfible  pleajure  to  every  Lord 
here,  that  has  heard  your  report  read,  and  finds  him- 
felf  thereby  enabled  to  form  a  judgment  withfo  intirefa- 
tisfatlion  to  himfelf,  concerning  this  abominable  work 
cfdarknefs,  which  the  aUors  have  endeavoured  to  fur- 
round  with  impenetrable  obfcurity, 

This  noble  pie  afure,  of  feeing  the  truth,  notwithfland- 
ingfo  many  contrivances  to  hide  it,  and  of  being  there- 
hy  enabled  to  com.etorightrefclutions  in  a  matter  offucb 
import a}fce,  has  very  naturally  and  agreeably  broke  out 
intofo  unanimous arefolution  of  returning  the  thanks  of 
this  houfe  to  your  Lordfhips,  to  whom  they  fo  much  owe 
it.  And  in  obedience  to  their  commands,  I  do,  with 
particular  pleafiire,  give  your  Lordjhips  the  thanks  of 
this  houfe,  for  your  having  dif charged  the  truji  in  your 
Lordjhips  repofcd,  with  great  exa5hiejs,  care,  fidelity  y 
and  candour. 

On  Saturday,    the   9th  of  March,   the  Earl  of 
S-tr afford,    the   Lord    Hay,    (Earl  of  Kinoule  in- 

Scotland'} 
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Scotland)  complained  to  the  houfe,  that  in  the  depo- 
fition  of  one  Pander^    in  the  printed  report  of  the 
houfe  of  Commons,    appointed   to   examine  Mr. 
Layer ^  and  others,  it  is  mentioned,  that  one  Skeene^  Compkmt 
told  him,  that  the  Lord  Strafford^  and  Lord  Kinoule,  ^^Xl4oL 
were  privy    to   defigns   againft   the    government :  tion. 
Whereupon  it  was  moved,  that  the  faid  Pander  and 
Skeene  might  be  required  to  appear  immediately  at 
the  bar  of  this  houfe,  in  order  to  their  being  exa- 
mined,   and  after  fome  debate,    the  queftion  being 
put  upon  the  faid  motion,  it  was  carried  in  the  ne- 
gative,    by   a    majority   of  64  voices  againft   29. 
Hereupon  twenty  four  Peers  entered  the  following 
proteft,  viz. 

DiJJentient. 
1.T3  Ecaufe  the  Earl  of  Kinoule  and  the  Earl  of 

X)  Strafford  having  feverally  complained  to  the 
houfe,  that  they  found  themfelves  refletled  on  in  a 
printed  depofition  of  one  Andrew  Pander^  wherein 
he  depofed.  That  one  Skeene  (now  in  cuftody)  had 
acquainted  him,  among  other  things,  that  the  faid 
Earls  knew  of  the  late  confpiracy,  and  were  concern- 
ed in  the  management  of  it  here  •,  and  the  faid  Earls 
alledging,  that  they  did  not  fee  by  the  report,  in 
which  that  depofition  is  found,  that  the  faid  Skeene, 
tho'  in  the  hands  of  the  government,  had  been  fo 
much  as  queftioned  touching  the  faid  hearfiy ;  which 
obfervation  we  ^xvA  10  be  true,  but  we  think  it  high- 
ly reafonablc  to  have  complied  with  the  motion  and 
requeft  of  the  fiid  Lords,  that  the  faid  Pander  and 
Skeene  might  be  examined  at  the  bar  of  this  houfe  in 
relation  to  that  matter  only  ;  the  like  requeft  for  the 
clearing  the  reputation  of  any  noble  Lord,  when  he 
hath  thought  himfelf  unjuftly  afperfed,  having  never 
been  denied,  that  we  know  of,  but  on  the  contrary 
it  was  not  long  fince  granted  in  the  cafe  of  the  late 
Earl  of  Sunderland^  tho*  the  examination,  which 
ije  thought  refleded  on  his  honour,  was  not  come 

into 
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into  print  when  he  made  his  complaint,  which,  ac- 
cording to  our  judgment,  was  not  To  ftrong  a  cafe 
for  granting  the  motion  as  the  prefent  is. 

2.  Becaufe  the  faid  depofition,  as  far  as  it  is  print- 
ed, contains  nothing  but  what  the  deponent  heard 
another  fay  (except  as  it  contains  a  charge  on  Skeene 
for  faying)  we  think  it  was  very  natural  and  proper 
as  well  for  the  advancement  of  juftice,  as  for  the 
vindication  of  the  noble  Lords  requefting  it,  to  trace 
the  faid  hearfiy,  if  pofTibly,  to  the  fountain-head,  or, 
at  leafl:,  fo  far  as  to  know  from  the  perfon  charged 
with  relating  it,  whether  he  would  deny  his  having 
related  it ;  or,  if  not,  whether  he  would  confefs  the 
falfity  of  what  he  had  fo  related,  or  undertake  to 
make  it  good  by  his  own  teflimony,  or  otherwife. 

3.  We  think  there  could  be  no  inconvenience  in 
examining,  as  moved,  to  find  whether  there  was 
any,  and  what  foundation  for  this  hearfay,  it  not  be- 
ing an  anticipation  of  the  courfe  of  juftice  (as  exa- 
mining a  part  of  the  evidence  againft  any  man,  or 
part  of  an  accufation  would  be)  fince  the  fwearing  of 
what  one  man  faid  of  a  third  perfon  is  in  no  fort  evi- 
dence, either  in  law  or  reafon,  to  fupport  a  convic- 
tion, or  even  to  ground  an  accufation  upon  any  man 
whatfoever. 

4.  Since  mere  hearfay,  being  no  evidence  in  the 
leaft  degree,  cannot  be  made  a  foundation  for  any 
legal  proceeding,  it  is  impoffible  for  any  noble  Lord, 
whofe  honour  may  be  afletfbed  by  it,  to  clear  him- 
felf  in  any  tryal,  or  other  like  opportunity  that  can 
be  given  him  to  make  his  defence :  And  therefore 
fmce  there  is  no  other  method,  that  we  can  think  of, 
fo  proper  or  efFcdtual,  in  our  opinion,  as  the  exa- 
mination of  the  nature  of  that  moved  for,  we  think 
if  ought  to  have  been  ordered,  and  that  every  noble 

Lord 
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Lord  may  pofTibly,  in  time,  be  hurt  by  the  confe- 

quence  of  this  precedent, 

5.  We  cannot  think,  that  the  examining,  as  mo- 
ved for,  into  this  hearfay  only,  could  have  made 
any  difference  with  the  other  houfe,  fmce  it  is  incon- 
ceivable by  us,  that  any  number  of  gentlemen,  who 
may  have  by  accident  (for  we  hope  it  is  no  other- 
wife)  in  fetting  forth  the  depofition  of  Pander  as  a 
charge  again  ft  Skeene^  happened  to  afperfe  the  repu- 
tation of  fome  of  the  Peers  of  the  realm,  could  re- 
fent,  either  that  thefe  Lords  fhould  defire,  or  the 
houie  permit  them  clear  themfelves  as  foon,  and 
as  effedfually  as  poffible,  of  that  hearfay. 
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Strafford, 

Anglefey, 

Poulety 

Bay, 

Craveft^ 

Wefion, 

Scarfdale^ 

Ayksfordy 

Litchfield^ 

Cowper^ 

Foley, 

Bathiirfty 

F.  Ceftrien, 

Briftol, 

Bruce, 

Uxhridge^ 

Guilford, 

Exeter, 

Willoughby  de  Br, 

Arundel, 

Compton^ 

Osborn^ 

Berkeley  de  Sir, 

Bingley, 

The  Earl  Cowper  alfo  made  a  long  fpeech  in  the  The  Eari 
houfe  of  Peers,    wherein   he  complained  of  '  the  ^'^f^'^^  t» 
'  fmall  regard  that  had  been  fhewn  to  divers  mem-  the  houfe  of 
'  bers  of  that  illuftrious  and  noble  affembly,  whofe  ^^^^^* 
'  honour  and  reputation  had  been  attacked,  by  be- 

*  ing  mentioned  in  the  report  from  the  fecret  Committee 
'  of  the  houfe  of  Commons,  being  reprefented,  upon 

*  meer  hearfay,  as  privy  to  treafonable  designs  againfb 
'  the  government.  That  for  his  own  part,  as  the  late 
'  Queen  Anne,  of  glorious  and  immortal  memory, 
'  had  thought  lit  to  raife  him  to  the  dignity  of  a  Peer, 
'  how  unworthy  foever  he  was  of  that  honour,  he 

*  thought  it  a  duty  incumbent  upon  him,  to  defend 
'  the  rights  and  privileges  of  the  Peerage  o^England, 

*  which  they  held  by  the  fundamental  laws  of  the 

'  land. 
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*  land,    and  were  confirmed  to  them  by  Magna 

*  Charta,  That  after  having,  on  fo  many  occafions, 
'  and  in  the  mod  difficult  times,  given  undoubted 

*  proofs  of  his  hearty  zeal  and  affedion  for  the  Pro- 

*  teftant  fucceffion,  and  of  his  attachment  to  his 
'  Majefty's  perfon  and   government,    he  had  juft 

*  reafon  to  be  offended,  to  fee  his  name  bandied  a- 

*  bout  in  a  lift  o^  2i  chimerical  club  of  difafFefted  per- 

*  fons,  printed  in  the  faid  report,  on  the  bare  hear- 

*  fay,  of  an  infamous  perfon,  notorioufly  guilty  of 

*  prevarication  ;  and  who,  in  the  opinion  even  of 
'  the  fecret  Committee,  in  order  to  magnify  thenim- 
'  ber  of  the  Pretender* s  friends^  did^  in  fever al  lifxs^ 

*  infer  t  the  names  of  per  fons  as  wellafe5led  to  the  Pre- 
'  tender"* s  fervice^  without  having  the  leafl  authority 

*  forfo  doing:  Which  alone  was  fufficient  to  give  an 
«  air  of  fidlion  to  the  whole  confpiracy,'  And,  in 
the  conclufion,  his  Lordfhip  moved,  '  That  John 
'  Phinket^  (of  whom   Layer  pretended  he  had   the 

*  lift  of  the  Burford  Club^  mentioned  in  the  faid  re- 
'  port)  be  immediately  fent  for  to  the  bar  of  the 

*  houfe  to  be  examined.'  This  motion  was  fecond- 
ed:  but  the  Lord  Vifcount  I'ownfhend  faid  thereup- 
on, '  He  was  extreme  forry  to  find  his  Lordftiip 

*  fhould  lay  fo  much  ftrefs,  and  fo  highly  refenr, 

*  his  being  mentioned  in  the  report ;  that  his  Lord- 

*  ihip's  name,  with  feveral  others,    being  parr  of 

*  an  examination,  it  was  abfolutely  necefery  it 
'  fhould  be  mentioned ;  that  at  the  fame  time,  the 

*  Committee  had  declared,  they  were  intirely  fatif- 

*  fied  of  his  Lordfliip's  innocence,  fo  that  his  Lord- 

*  fhip's  reputation  could  not  have  fuffered  upon  that 
'  account.     But,   that  on  the  other  hand,   he  was 

*  much  fuprized  to  find,  that  a  noble  Peer,  whofe 

*  abilities  and  merit  had  juftly  fo  great  weight  in 

*  that  illuftrious  affembly,    fhould,    upon  a  trivial 

*  circumftance,  ridicule  as  a  ficftion,  a  horrid  and 

*  execrable  confpifacy,   fupported  by  fo  many  con- 

*  curring  proofs  as  amgunted  to  a  demonftration  ; 

'and 
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'  and  from  a  falfe,  trifling  particular,  infer,  that  no 

*  part  of  it  was  true.'  The  Lord  Bathurft  anfwer- 
cd  the  Lord  Townjhend^  and  was  fupported  by  the 
Lord  Craven^  the  Earl  of  Kwouie,  and  the  other 
Lords  named  in  the  lift  of  the  exploded  Burford 
Club^  who  all  protefted  their  own  innocency,  noc 
without  fome  flaunting  refledions  on  the  plot,    '  as 

*  if  the  main  drift  of  it  was  a  bafe  contrivance  of 
'  their  enemies,  to  blafl:  their  honours  and  reputati- 

*  ons ;  and  to  render  the  beft  patriots  ufelefs  to  their 

*  country,  by  making  them  obnoxious.'  The 
Earl  of  Strafford^  having  exprefs'd  his  juft  refent- 
ment  with  more  warmth  than  the  reft,  a  military 
Peer  faid  thereupon,    '  That  for  his  own  part,   tho* 

*  his  name  was  often  mentioned  in  the  report,  he 
'  never  troubled  himfelf  about  it :  But,  in  his  opini- 

*  on,    there  was  reafon  to  believe  fome  people  were 

*  fore^  when  they  winched fo  much  at  the  leaft  touch* 
The  Earl  of  Strafford  repelled  this  refledlion,  with  a 
great  deal  of  vivacity,  and  faid,  He  was  as  whole 
and  found  as  any  in  that  illufirious  ajfembly,  but  as  he 
had  the  honour  to  have  more  ancient  noble  blood  running 
in  his  veins^  than  fome  others,  fo,  he  hoped,  he  might 
be  allowed  to  exprefs  a  more  than  ordinary  refentment 
againfi  infults  offered  to  the  Peerage.  Some  mem- 
bers apprehending  tht:  iflTue  of  this  warm  debate, 
called  for  the  queftion,  which  being  put  upon  the 
Earl  Cowpefs  motion,  was  carried  in  the  negative 
by  81  voices  againft  26.  Then  the  Duke  of  Dorfet, 
Chairman  of  the  fecrec  Committee  of  the  houfe  of 
Peers,  moved.  That  the  faid  Committee  might 
have  leave  to  examine  Mr.  Layer^  as  to  fome  ma- 
terial things,  relating  to  the  confpiracy,  abfolutely 
necefl!ary  for  them  to  be  fatisfied  in  j  but  tho'  this 
motion  was  oppofed  by  the  Earl  Cowper,  and  fome 
others,  yet  it  was  carried  without  a  divifion ;  and, 
the  next  day  {March  2 2d.)  the  Lords  Committees 
went  to  the  ^Tower,  to  examine  Mr.  Layer. 

Vol.  VIIL  Y  On 
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On  Saturday  tht  2 ^d  of  March^  the  ufual  pro- 
tefting  Lords  entered  their  proteft  againft  the  re- 
folution  of  the  houfe,  relating  to  fending  for 
Plunket^  to  be  examined  at  the  bar  of  the  houfe; 
and  for  reafons,  referred  to  thofe  in  the  proteft  of 
March  9th,  relating  to  the  ftnding  for  Pander 
and  Skeene  to  be  examined. 

Debate  a-  On  thc  29th  of  March^  a  petition  of  Francis 
fto"pof '/i*  Lord  Biihop  of  Rochefter,  was  by  the  Lord  Ba- 
cbefier\  pe-  thurft^  prefcntcd  to  the  houfe  of  Peers  and  read, 
*^^°"'        fuggefting,    '  That  a  bill  was   depending  in  the 

*  houfe  of  Commons  for  inflifling  pains  and  pe- 
'  nalties  on  him,  for   fuppofed  crimes,    of  which 

*  he  was  intirely  innocent,  and  as  he  had  the   ho- 

*  nour  to  be  a  member  of  the  houfe  of  Lords,  fo 

*  he  prayed  their  directions,  as  to  his  condu6t,  in 
'  refpe6l   of  a  ftanding  order,    prohibiting,  on   a 

*  penalty,  any  Lord  to  appear  by  counfel  before 
'  the  houfe  of  Commons,  to  anfwer  any  accufa- 
*•  tion  there.'  The  Lord  Lechmere^  the  Earls  Cow^ 
per  and  Strafford^  the  Lords  Trevor^  Bathurfty 
and  fome  others,  moved,  and  infifted.  That  the 
Jaid  Bijhop^  being  a  Lord  of  Parliament^  ought  not 
to  anfwer^  or  make  his  defence  by,  counfeU  or  other- 
wife^  in  the  houfe  of  Commons^  to  any  bill  or  accu- 
fation  there  depending  \  urging,  that  the  houfe  of 
Peers  being  the  higheft  court  of  judicature,  no 
other  court  ought  to  intrench  upon  their  privile- 
ges. But  the  Lord  Chancellor,  the  Lords  Carte- 
ret  and  Townfhend^  the  Dukes  of  Wharton  and 
Argyle^  the  Earls  of  Peterborough  and  Coningsby^ 
and  the  Lord  Vifcount  Har courts  alledged,  '  That, 
'  in  this  affair,  the  Commons  did  not  a6l  as  a 
'  court  of  judicature,  but  as  part  of  the  legiflature  ^ 
'  of  which    they  were  as  much  a  part,    and  to 

*  which  they    had   as    much   right  as   the   Lords 
'  themfelves.*     The    Duke    of  Wharton    added, 

*  That 
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*  That  the  matter  before  them  needed  no  great  de- 

*  bate :    For  the  Bifhop  having  ah-eady  applied  to 

*  the  houfe  of  Commons,  in  a  letter  to  their  Speak- 
'  er,  for  counfel  to  be  afligned  him,  it  was  pre- 

*  pofterous  now  for  him  to  pray  the  Lords,    not 

*  to  gire  him  leave  to  be  heard  before  the  houfe 

*  of  Commons,  which  was  the  drift  of  his  petiti- 

*  on.*  Hereupon  the  queftion  being  put  upon  the 
motion,  it  was  refolved  in  the  negative,  by  78 
voices  againft  32.  Then  a  fecond  queftion  was  put, 
that  this  houfe  give  leave  to  the  Lord  Bifhop  of 
Rochefter  to  be  heard  in  the  houfe  of  Commons, 
by  counfel,  or  otherwife  if  he  thought  fit,  and 
that  he  have  notice  fent  him,  that  this  houfe  con- 
fented  thereto,  it  was  carried  in  the  affimative  by 
77  voices  againft  27.  Whereupon  feveral  Lords 
entered  the  following  proteftation. 

DIJfentient* 
ift,  TJEcaufe  we   conceive    the   permitting    the  a proteji  a- 
X)  Lord  Bifhop  of  Rochejler   to  make   his  f^^f  ^^';j| 
defence  in   the  houfe  of  Commons,  would   be  di-Biihopof 
redly  contrary  to  the  words  and  meaning  of  the  makefhde- 
ftanding  order  of  the  houfe,  bearing  date  the  20th  ^^nce  before 
o^  January  1673.    which  exprefly  and  clearly  or- commons °' 
ders,  That  for  the  future  no  Lord  (which  extends 
to  Lords  Spiritual  as  well  as  Temporal)    (hall  go 
down  to  the  houfe  of  Ccm?nons,  or  fend  his   anfwer 
in  writings  or  appear  by  counfel  to  anfwcr  any  ac- 
ciifation  there  :  And  it  is  obfervable,  that  this  order 
is    worded    abfolutely,    and    not    qualified    by    the 
words  {vcithcut  leave  of  the  houfe)  as  the  following 
ftanding   order  of  the    25rh   of   November    1696. 
which  prohibits  Lords  from  going  iilto  the  houfe 
of  Commons  while  the  houfe  is  fitting,  is  qualifi- 
ed.    From    which    different  penning,    as    well    as 
from  the  preamble  of  the  faid  firft   mentioned  or- 
der (which  fhews  the  mifchief  defigned  to  be  pre- 
vented,   was   the  giving   leave  in  cafes  of  Lords' 

Y  -2  dcfiring 
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defiring  it,  to  appear  or  anfwcr  accufations  in  the 
houfe  of  Commons)  we  infer,  that  the  faid  order 
o^  Jan.  1673.  was  meant  as  a  rule  for  all  future 
times,  that  if  leave  fliould  be  asked  by  a  Lord  of 
Parliament  to  anfwer,  or  make  a  defence  to  an 
accufation  (in  any  form,  as  we  conceive)  in  the 
houfe  of  Commons,  it  ought  to  be  denied,  as 
deeply  intrenching  on  the  privileges  of  this  houfe. 

2dly,  The  faid  Handing  order,  in  affirmance  of 
which  the  queftion  was  moved,  ought  to  be  of 
the  greater  weight  in  our  opinions,  it  having  been 
founded  on  the  confideration  and  report  of  a  Com- 
mittee (to  whom  it  was  particularly  referred  to 
confider  the  pradlice  of  Lords  defiring  leave  to 
anfwer  accufations  in  the  houfe  of  Commons)  on 
the  perufal  of  precedents  in  that  Committee,  and 
upon  confideration  and  perufal  of  the  fame  prece- 
dents in  the  houfe  itfelf. 

3dly,  We  cannot  apprehend,  but  that  a  bill  by 
which  crimes  are  charged,  and  a  preparation  is 
made  to  infli6b  pains  and  penalties  (if  the  crimes 
are  proved)  contains  very  clearly  an  accufation, 
efpecially  when  a  day  is  given  and  counfel  allow- 
ed by  the  houfe  of  Commons  to  the  perfon  againft 
whom  the  crimes  are  alledged  to  make  a  defence 
to  the  fame  ;  which  proceeding,  tho*  in  the  legif- 
lative  capacity  of  that  houfe,  carries  in  it  all  the 
cfTential  parts  of  a  judicial  trial:  And  we  there- 
fore conceive,  that  this  houfe  ought  to  be  more 
jealous  of  their  members  anfwering  in  the  houfe 
of  Commons,  an  accufation  in  this  form,  rather 
than  in  any  other,  fince  thereby  they  fubmit  them- 
felves  to  try  the  point  of  their  being  guilty,  or 
not  guilty,  in  the  houfe  of  Commons,  and  that 
in  order  to  receive  the  fentence  and  judgment  of 
that  houfe,  by  pafiing  or  rejeding  the  bill.  And 
this,   in  our  opinions,    more  deeply  intrenches    (as 

the 
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the  (landing  order  expreffeth  it)  on  the  privileges 
of  this  houfe,  than  a  Lord  going  down  to  the 
houfe  of  Commons  daring  a  debate  there,  to  pre- 
vent an  impeachment,  doth  j  the  hitter  being  on- 
ly to  prevent  an  accufation,  but  the  former  is  (as 
we  clearly  conceive)  to  anfwer  an  accufation  there, 
the  very  thing  prohibited  by  the  Handing  order. 

4thly,  We  think  the  accufation,  which  Lords 
are  prohibited  to  anfwer  by  this  (landing  order, 
mud  be  chiefly,  if  not  only,  underftood  of  an  ac- 
cufation couched  in  a  bill  (as  in  the  prefent  cafe) 
fince  we  never  heard  that  any  Lord  of  Parlia- 
ment did,  at  any  time,  anfwer  to,  or  defend  in 
perfon,  or  by  counfel,  an  impeachment  in  the 
houfe  of  Commons,  tho'  they  may  have  gone 
down  to  that  houfe,  by  connivance,  to  prevent 
fuch  impeachment :  And  therefore  Lords  defend- 
ing themfelves  in  the  houfe  of  Commons  againfl 
an  impeachment,  could  not  be  the  mifchief  intend- 
ed to  be  cured  by  the  faid  ftanding  order. 

5thly,  That  the  houfe  of  Commons,  on  bills 
to  inflicl  penalties,  do  proceed,  flridly  fpeaking, 
in  their  legiflative  capacity,  is  certainly  true  ;  and 
yet  it  is  plain  to  us,  that,  in  reality,  they  partake 
in  fuch  cafes  with  the  h-  ufe  of  Lords  in  the  judi- 
cature ;  or,  which  is  all  one,  in  trying  and  adjudg- 
ing offenders  to  punifhment ;  and  tho'  the  Lords 
fhould,  in  very  extraordinary  cafes,  think  fit  to 
concur  in  fuch  a  method  of  punifhing  •,  yet  it  is, 
in  our  opinions,  going  by  much  too  far,  for  the 
Lords  to  permit  any  of  their  body  to  make  de- 
fence in  the  houfe  of  Commons,  either  by  himfelf 
or  counfel ;  which  is  letting  themfelves  down  to  a 
very  good  degree,  and  giving  an  unnecefiary  en- 
couragement to  that  manner  of  proceeding  ;  And 
when  Lords  have  fo  far  fubmitted  to  this  courfe, 
we  think  there  is  little  reafon  to  expedl,  that  af- 
y  3  terwards 
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towards  the  Commons  will  ever  appear  at  the 
Lords  bar  as  accufers,  when  they  can  by  this  way 
make  themfelves  as  much  judges,  even  over  Lords, 
as  in  this  proceeding  by  bill,  the  Lords  themfelves 
are. 

6thly,  Tho'  Lords,  by  not  being  permitted  to 
appear  either  in  perfon,  or  by  counfel,  to  defend 
themfelves  in  the  houfe  of  Commons,  may  be 
thought  poffibly  to  lofe  fome  advantage  in  their 
defence  *,  yet  we  think  it  was,  and  is  the  true  mean- 
ing of  the  {landing  order  firft  mentioned,  that  a 
Lord  fliould  rather  fufFer  fomething  of  inconve- 
nience in  that  particular,  and  commit  his  caufe  to 
God  and  the  juftice  of  the  houfe  of  which  he  is 
a  member,  and  who  are  his  proper  judges,  than  in 
any  degree  debafe  or  derogate  from  the  legal  ftate 
and  dignity  of  the  Lords  in  general. 

7thly,  Akho'  there  be,  as  we  conceive,  a  very 
manifefl  and  important  difference  in  reafon,  as  to 
the  matter  of   this  queflion,  between   the   cafe   of 
Bifhops  (who  are  declared  by  the  ftanding  order  of 
May  23,   1628,  to  be  only  Lords  of  Parliament, 
and  not  Peers,  for  they  are  not  of  trial  by  nobili- 
ty) and  that  of  Peers  of  the  realm,  who  undoubt- 
edly, for   matters  of  treafon  and  felony,  are  tria- 
ble by  their  Peers  only :    Yet  fmce,  by  the  ftand- 
ing  order  firft  mentioned,    Bifhops  are  as   much, 
and  as  clearly  prohibited  to  anfwer  any  accufation 
in  the  houfe  of  Commons,    as  the   Peers,  or  the 
Lords  Temporal  are,    we  cannot  but    apprehend, 
with  the  deepeft  concern,    that  this  cafe  may   be 
ufed  hereafter  as  a  precedent  (tho',  as   we   take  it, 
far  from  being  a  precedent  in  point)  to  bring  by 
d^-grees,  the   Peers    of  the  realm   to  defend  them- 
fel'-es  ^gainft  accufarions  of  the  like  nature  in  the 
h'.  '.c    ot  Commons  \    which,  if  once  brought  to  a 
^^-    .'ire  pf  opinion,  that  the   Peers  of  the 

realm 
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realm  would,  in  great  meafure,  be  degraded  from 
their  peerage,  and  fo,  by  weakening  and  debafing 
the  order  of  nobility,  which,  in  its  inftitution, 
was  meant,  or  at  lead  hath  proved,  a  luftre  and 
fecurity  to  the  crown,  the  fafety,  as  well  as  dig- 
nity of  the  crown  itfelf,  may  be  hereafter  in  a  great 
degree  impaired. 


32; 
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On  Friday  the  5th  of  April,  a  petition  of  the 
Lord  Bifhop  of  Rochefter  was  prefented  and  read, 
complaining,  '  That  Colonel  WilUamfon,  aflifted 
'  by  perfons  under  his  authority,  did,  by  vio- 
'  lence,  fearch  the  petitioner  and  carry  away  two 
'  feals,  and  alfo  fcized  a  paper  in  his  pocket,  being 
'  a  letter  to  his  follicitor,  which  he  took  again  from 
'  them  and  tore,  but  they  carried  a  part  of  it  along 

*  with  them,    and  did  alfo  fearch  the  petitioner's 
'  two  fervants  and   took  away  a  feal  from  one  of 

*  them  :  And  praying  relief  and  prote6tion.* 

And  thereupon  a  motion  was  made,  '  That 
'  Col.  Williamfon^  the  Deputy  Lieutenant  of  the 
'  Tower^  Mr.  Serjeant,  the  Gendeman  Porter,  the 
'  two  Wardens  who  attended  the  Colonel  yefter- 
'  day  in  the  apartment  of  the  Bifhop,  and  the 
'  two  fervants  attending  his  Lordfhip  there,  do  at- 
'  tend  at  the  bar  of  this  houfe  to  give   an    account 

*  ot  the  matters  contained  in  the  faid  petition.' 
The    Earls  Cowper  and    Strafford,    the    Lords 

Lechmere   and   Bathurft,    fpoke    for   this  motion ; 
but  were  anfwered  by  the    Lords  Townfhend,  Car- 
teret, and  Harcourt  j    and  the  queflion   being  put 
y  4  thereupon. 
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thereupon,  it  was  carried  in  the  negative  by  a 
majority  of  52  voices  againft  24,  upon  which  fe- 
veral  Lords  entered  the  following  proteft. 

DiJIentient, 
I.  X^Ecaufe  the  petitioner,  as  a  Lord  of  Parlia- 
j3  ment,  and  member  of  this  houfe,  tho'  no 
Peer  of  the  realm,  hath  an  unqueftionable  right, 
under  all  circumftances,  to  the  juftice  and  protec- 
tion of  this  houfe,  againft  any  perfons  whatfoever, 
who,  during  the  fitting  of  Parliament,  commit 
any  acfi:  of  violence  to  his  perfon  or  property, 
which  this  houfe  may  judge  to  be  a  breach  of  his 
privilege  :  And  therefore,  as  we  conceive  the  fadls 
alJedged  in  the  petition,  if  the  fame  are  true,  and 
no  account  given  of  them  by  the  perfons  concern- 
ed, to  the  fatisfadtion  of  this  houfe,  are  an  unwar- 
rantable attempt  upon  a  member  of  this  houfe  : 
We  think,  that  in  juftice  to  the  petitioner,  and  to 
the  honour  and  privileges  of  this  houfe,  there 
ought  to  have  been  an  immediate  and  impartial 
examination  by  this  houfe,  of  the  perfons  concern- 
ed ;  we  finding  no  inftance  on  the  journals  of  this 
houfe,  where  any  member  of  the  houfe  has  com- 
plained, by  petition,  or  otherwife,  of  the  leaft 
violence  or  injury  to  his  perfon,  during  the  time 
of  privilege,  whereon  this  houfe  hath  not  ordered 
an  examination  of  the  fads  complained  of. 

^  2.  Becaufe  it  appears  to  us,  that  the  petitioner 
being  under  imprifonment,  and  a  bill  depending 
againft  him  in  the  houfe  of  Commons,  that  houfe 
having  allowed  him  the  benefit  of  counfel  and  fo- 
licitors  for  making  his  defence,  were  proceeding 
againft  tne  petitioner  on  that  bill,  in  all  probabi- 
1:  y,  at  the  very  time  the  matters  complained  of 
were  tranfvftcd  :  And  as  that  bill  may  foon  come 
*jnder  the  ccDfidtration  and  judgment  of  this 
j.QUie.  the  lei?iiig  the  petitioner's  kiter  to  his  fo^ 

iicitora 


A.  1723.  DEBATES.  329 

licitor,  or  any  thing  that  may  concern  his  defence, 
we  are  of  opinion,  ought  to  be  examined  into,  it 
being,  as  we  conceive,  againft  the  rules  of  natural 
juftice,  the  laws  of  all  nations,  and  the  known  and 
fundamental  laws  of  this  realm,  that  any  papers, 
or  other  things,  in  the  lawful  pofieflion  of  the 
perfon  fo  accufed,  and  which  may  relate  to  his  de- 
fence, fhould  be  forcibly  wrefted  from  him,  and 
that  any  perfon,  more  efpecially  a  Lord  of  Parlia- 
ment, being  under  imprifonment  and  accufation 
for  high  treafon,  lliould,  by  terror,  or  other  vio- 
lence be,  without  juft  caufe,  in  any  degree,  dif- 
turbed  in,  or  difabled  from  making  his  defence. 

3.  Becaufe  the  refufing  to  enter  into  the  exami- 
nation of  the  matters  complained  of  by  the  peti- 
tion, may  in  our  opinions,  be  conftrued  to  be  a 
juftification  of  the  proceedings  therein  alledged, 
even  tho'  there  was  not  a  reafonable  occafion  for 
the  fame  ;  and  it  being  fuggefted  in  the  petition, 
that  the  Deputy  Lieutenant  of  the  Hower  did  af- 
firm to  the  petitioner  upon  his  falvation,  that  he 
had  a  verbal  order  from  the  miniftry,  tho'  he  re- 
fufed  to  fay  from  whom,  and  not  pretending  that 
what  he  did  was  by  his  own  authority  ;  we  are  of 
opinion,  that  it  was  of  the  greatell  confequence  to 
the  honour  of  his  Majefty's  government,  that  this 
houfe  fhould  have  examined  into  this  proceeding; 
and  the  rather,  becaufe  we  conceive  it  to  be  of  the 
highefl  importance  to  the  free  and  impartial  ad- 
miniftration  of  juflice,  that  this  houfe  fhould,  on 
all  occafions  difcountenance  all  appearances  of 
force,  efpecially  on  a  Lord  of  Parliament  impri- 
foned  and  accufed  of  high  treafon. 

4.  Becaufe  we  think,  that  if  an  unjuflifiable  vio- 
lence be  offered  to  the  perfon  or  privilege  of  any 
rnember  of  this  houfe,  and  not  examined  into,  it 
piay  prove  an  encouragement  to  commit  the  like, 

if 
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if  not  farther  abufes,  on  any  other  member  of  this 
houfe  in  future  times. 


Strafford, 
Bathurft, 
Lechmere, 

Cowper, 

Hay. 

Poulet, 

Scarfdale, 
Guilford, 
Foley^ 

Wefton, 
Bingley, 

Ajhhurnham, 
Bruce, 

Litchfield, 
Montjoy, 

The  Lords  having  put  of  the  fecond   reading 
of  the  bill,  for   infliEling  pains   and  penalties  on 
John  Plunket,    to  the  26th  of  April,  and  ordered 
that  the  faid  Plunket,    ihould  then  be  brought  to 
the  bar  of  their  houfe,   to  make  his  defence,  the 
Lord   Lechmere  did,    on   Wednefday  the    loth  of 
April,    reprefent  to  the  houfe,  '  That  a  ftate  mef- 
•  fenger's    houfe    where    Plunket  was  in   cuftody, 
^  was  not  a  legal  prifon ;'  and  that  it  would  be  de- 
rogatory to  the  dignity   of  that  houfe,    to  dire6l 
their  warrants    for   bringing  the  prifoner  to  their 
bar,    to  a  mefTenger  who  was  not  a  legal  officer. 
Wherefore    he    moved,     to   addrefs   his    Majefty, 
that  the  faid  Plunket  be  moved  to  the  "Tower  of 
London,    or  fome  other  legal  prifon.     This  moti- 
on was  feconded  by  the  Earl  Cowper,   but  was  op- 
pofed  by  the  Lords  Townfhend  and  Carteret^    who 
alledged,    that  fuch  an  addrefs  would  imply  dif- 
tfufl  of  his  Majefty's  minifters  -,  and  that  a  Plunket 
being  in  a  meffenger's  houfe,  guarded  at  fight  by 
a  Captain  and  Gentries  at  the  door,    was  in  fafer 
cuftody  than  if  he  was  in  a  common  goal :  So  that 
the  queftion  being  put  upon   the  faid   motion,   it 
•was  carried  in  the  negative   by   58  voices  againft 
16.     Hereupon  the  diffenting  Lords  entered  their 
proteft ;  which  had  fuch  weight  with  the  minifters 
themfelves,    that  the  very  next  day,    {April   nth) 
Plunket  was  committed  prifoner  to  the  Tower  of 
London,   and  lodged  in  the  houle  of  Mr.  Bradbury, 
one  of  the  warders. 

The 
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The  Lords,  having  adjourned  for  fome  time, 
by  reafon  of  the  Eafier  holy- days,  and  being 
met  again  on  Monday^  the  2 2d  of  April  a  peti- 
tion of  Mr.  George  Kelly^  was  prefented  to  the 
houfe  and  read,  praying,  that  he  might  have  longer 
time  allowed  him  to  prepare  for  his  defence,  ancl 
bringing  up  his  witneffes :  But  the  faid  petition  was 
rejeded. 

On  Friday  the  26th  oE  Aprils  Mr.  PImket  was  MrPhnW% 
brought  to  the  bar  of  the  houfe  of  Lords,  where  he  ttiaJ. 
had  the  afliftance  of  a  folicitor  only,  and  objected  to 
the  fecond  reading  of  the  bill  for  infilling  pains  and 
penalties  on  birn^  in  that  houfe,  alledging,  that  he  had 
never  been  heard  againfl  the  faid  bill  in  the  houfe  of 
Commons  ;  but  this  objection  was  over-ruled,  and 
the  Lord  Chancellor  acquainted  him,  this  was  not  the 
proper  time  to  objed  to  the  bill.  Then  Mr.  Reeves 
and  Mr.  Werge^  were  heard  for  the  bill,  who  opened 
the  evidence,  and  produced  extra(^s  of  fevcral  ori- 
ginal letters  from  abroad  relating  to  the  confpiracy, 
to  prove  the  firft  part  of  the  preamble  of  the  bill. 
Hereupon  Mr.  Plunket  faid,  '  That  if  this  bill  af- 
^  fedled  none  but  himfelf,  he  would  be  unconcerned 

*  about  it,  and  give  their  Lordfhips  no  trouble,  well 

*  knowing  he  was  too  inconfiderable  to  merit  the 

*  attention  of  fo  noble  an  affembly,  and  being  befides 
^  advanced  in  years,  he  litde  cared  whether  he  was 
'  to  pafs  the  remainder  of  his  days  in  the  wide 

*  world,  or  in  a  prifon  :   But  that  he  oppofed  this 

*  bill  for  the  good  of  the  whole  nation,  whofe  liber- 

*  ties  and  properties  would  become  precarious,    if 

*  fuch  an  unpredecented  bill,  unfupported  by  any  le- 
'  gal  proof,  fhould  pafs  into  a  law  ;  And  as  the 
'  Peers  of  the  realm,  were  no  lefs  concerned  than 
^  the  Commoners  in  this  extraordinary  proceeding, 
'  he  doubted  not,  but  their  Lordfhips  would,  with 
^  their  ufual  wifdom  and  equity,  maturely  weigh  the 
^  ill  confequences  of  it  \    and  in  the  firft  place,    he 

I  begged 
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*  begged  their  Lordfhips  to  confider,    whether  ex- 

*  tradts  of  intercepted  letters,    fome  of  them  from 

*  anonymous  and  unknown  perfons,  fhould  be  ad- 

*  mitted  to  be  read  as  evidence.* 

Mr.  Plunket^  the  counfel  for  the  bill,  and  all  other 
ftrangers  being  withdrawn,  the  Lord  Vifcount  Town- 
fiend  opened  the  debate,  '  and  endeavoured  to  juf- 
<  tify  the  Commons  proceeding  in  this  extraordinary 
«  manner,  and  to  fhew  that  the  confpiracy  in  gene- 
'  ral,  and  Plunkei^s  fhare  in  it,  in  particular,  were 
«  made  out  by  as  ftrong  and  as  convincing  proofs, 
'  as  could  be  expelled  in  a  cafe  of  this  nature,  where 

*  the  confpirators  had  ufed  all  fort  of  art  and  induf- 

*  try  to  conceal  the  true  names  of  the  perfons  con- 

*  cerned,  in  order  to  avoid  the  danger  of  legal  con- 

*  vi(5lion/  His  Lordfhip  was  fupported  by  the 
Duke  of  Argyky  the  Earls  of  Peterborough  and  Co- 
mngsby^  the  Lord  Carteret^  and  fome  other  courtiers ; 
who  were  anfwered  by  the  Earls  Cowper^  Sirafford, 
and  Anglefey^  and  the  Lords  Bathurft^  Bingley^  Tre- 
vor^  and  Lechmere^  and  after  a  debate  that  lafted  till 
about  three  in  the  afternoon,  it  was  moved,  *  That 

*  the  opinion  of  the  judges  be  afked,    whether  ex- 

*  tradts  out  of  letters  written  by  the  King's  miniflers 

*  abroad,  and  others,  to  the  fecretaries  of  date  here, 

*  atteftcd  by  the  fecretary  of  (late,  and  examined  by 

*  the  Lords  of  the  committee,    and  found  to  agree 

*  with  the  originals,    which  originals  are  yet  extant 

*  and  remain  in  ihe  hands  of  the  fecretaries  of  flate, 

*  but  contain  particulars  which  'tis  not  confident  with 

*  the  fafety  of  the  public  to  divulge,  as  hath  been 
^  affirmed  to  this  houfe  by  two  fecretaries  of  date, 

*  and  the  Lords  committees,  offered  to  be  produced, 

*  to  prove  the  fird  part  of  the  preamble  of  the  bill ; 

*  which  recites  a  detedable  confpiracy  for  the  pur- 
'  pofes  in  the  bill,  could  be  allowed  to  be  read  as 
'  evidence  in  the  courts  below,    in  any  profecution 


againd  Plunket. 


And 
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And  a  queftion  being  ftated  thereupdh  and  put,  it 
was  refolved  in  the  negative  -,  upon  which  fevetal 
Lords  entered  their  DifTent,  viz. 
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Gower^ 
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Then  a  motion  was  made  and  the  queftion  pur, 
whether  the  faid  extradls  fhould  be  read  in  proof  of 
the  allegations  of  the  preamble  of  the  faid  bill. 

And  it  being  refolved  in  the  affirmative  by  a  ma- 
jority of  91  voices  againft  29,  feveral  Lords  entered 
their  protefts,  viz. 


Wefton, 

Gower, 

Compton, 

Brook, 

Majham, 

Dartmouth, 
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Strafford, 
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Fr,  Ceftrien, 

Craven, 

Berkeley  de  Str 

Aylesford, 

Bathurft, 

Bruce, 

Anglefey, 

Cardigan, 

Litchfield, 
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Foley, 

Poulet, 
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Then  Mr.  Plunket  and  the  counfel  being  called  in, 
the  latter  proceeded  to  prove  the  confpiracy,  in  ge- 
neral ;  and,  for  that  purpofe,  caufed  feveral  letters, 
and  extradls  out  of  letters  received  from  abroad  to  be 
read.  In  the  next  place  they  offered  to  read  Neynoe's 
examinations  and  confefTions  before  a  committee  of 
Lords  of  the  privy-council,  but  Plunket  oppofed  the 
reading  of  them,  urging,  that  the  examinations  of  a 

dead 
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dead  man,  neither  figned  nor  fworn  to  by  him^  could 
not  afFed  him,  and  therefore  ought  not  to  be  ad- 
mitted to  be  read  as  evidence.     The  Earl   Cowper^ 
thereupon  defired  that  the  houfe  might  be  informed 
what  nature  thofe  examinations  were  of?  And  whe- 
ther they  were  figned,    and  taken  upon  oath  ?    To 
this  laft  queftion  the  Lord  Vifcount  Townjhend  an- 
fwered  in  the  negative,  and  then  gave  the  houfe  the 
reafons  of  that  omifTion,   and  an  account  of  the  faid 
examinations,  viz. 
The  Lord        '  That  Neynoe  being,  at  firft,  free  and  willing  to 
Vifcount     c  confefs  what  he  knew  of  the  confpiracy  to  the 
ac'i^unt'of  ^ '  Lords  of  the  council,  they  only  took  the  minutes 
Neynoe- 5 tx- (,  of  what  he  faid,    in  three  different  papers,  which 
'   <  were,  each  of  them,  read  twice  to  him,  who  owned 
«  every  article  of  them  to  be  true ;    that  afterwards 

*  he,  (the  Lord  Townpend)  delivered  thofe  thre^ 
«  papers  to  Mr.  de  la  Faye^  in  order  to  his  digefting 
<  them  into  one,  which  accordingly  he  did  ;   that 

*  they  defigned  to  get  this  paper  figned  and  fworn 

*  to  by  Neynoe^  but  that  in  the  mean  time  (whether 

*  upon  the  dread  of  being  fent  to  Newgate^  unlels 
'  he  turned  evidence)  he  endeavoured  to  make  his 

*  efcape,  and  was  drowned.'  Plunket  (till  infifting, 
that  the  faid  examinrtion  ought  not  to  be  admitted 
as  evidence,  and  deliring  their  Lordfhips  judgment 
thereupon,  he  and  the  counfel  were  ordered  to  with- 
draw ;  and  then  it  was  by  the  courtiers  propofed, 
nat  the  examination  of  Philip  Neynoe,  fince  dead^  be 
read  in  proof  of  the  confpiracy  in  general  ?  A  queftion 
being  ftated  thereupon,  it  was,  by  the  proteiling 
Lords,  moved  to  add  thefe  words,  viz.  [but  not  taken 
upon  oath^  nor  figned  by  him.]  After  a  debate,  the 
queftion  being  put,  whether  thefe  words  fhould  be 
made  part  of  the  queftion  ?  It  was  refolved  in  the 
negative,  by  a  majority  of  87  voices  againft  29  ; 
twenty  of  which  latter  entered  their  proteft.  Then, 
the  queftion  was  put,  whether  the  examination  of 
Philip  NeynoCy  fmce  dead,  fhould  be  read  in  proof  of 

the 
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the  confpiracy  in  general  ?  Which,  after  another  de- 
bate, that  lafted  rill  near  fcven  of  the  clock  in  the 
evening,  was  carried  in  the  affirmative ;  and  there- 
upon twenty  Lords  entered  their  Diflent,  viz. 


Scarfdaky 

Brook, 

Poulet, 

Gower^ 

Foley, 

Compton, 

Anglefey, 

Bruce, 

Majham, 

Cardigan^ 

Willoughy  de  Br, 

Fr.CefirienSy 

Strafford^ 

Exeter, 

Uxbridge^ 

Dartmouth^ 

Litchfield, 

Craven^ 

Jylesford^ 

Wefton, 

Then  the  counfel  for  the  bill  produced  feveral  e- 
vidences  which  were  examined,  and  alfo  copies  of 
three  letters  ftopt  at  the  poft-office.  Then  feveral 
witnefTes  were  examined  againft  the  bill  -,  and  Plunket 
and  his  folicitor  were  heard  -,  which  having  lafted 
till  eleven  of  the  clock  at  night,  the  Lords  adjourn- 
ed to  the  next  morning. 

On  the  29th  of  April,  the  faid  bill  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  after  a  pretty  long  debate,  the  quef- 
tion  being  put,  whether  the  faid  bill  fhould  pafs  ?  It 
was  carried  in  the  affirmative,  by  a  majority  of  84 
voices  againft  '2,y.  Upon  which  feveral  Lords  en- 
tered the  following  proteft,  viz, 

Bijfcntient, 
i.TjEcaufe  bills  of  this  nature,    as  we  conceive, 

J3  o"ghc  not  to  pafs  but  in  cafe  of  evident  ne- 
celTuy,  when  the  prefervation  of  the  ftate  plainly  re- 
quires it  •,  which  we  take  to  be  very  far  from  the 
prefent  cafe,  the  confpiracy  having  been  dete(5led  fa 
long  fmcc,  and  the  perfon  accufed  feeming  to  us 
very  inconfiderable  in  all  refpecfls,  and  who  from  the 
many  g'rofs  untruths  it  now  appears  he  has  wrote  to 
his  correfpondcnts  abroad,  muft  appear  to  have  been 
an  impoftor  and  deceiver,  even  to  his  own  party. 

2,  Proceed- 
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2.  Proceedings  of  this  kind,  tending  to  convidb 
and  punifh,  arc,  in  their  nature,  tho'  not  form,  ju- 
dicial, and  do  let  the  Commons,  in  effedr,  into  an 
equal  fhare  with  the  Lords  in  judicature,  which  the 
Lords  ought  to  be  very  jealous  oi  doing,  fince  the 
power  of  judicature,  is  the  greateft  diftinguifhing 
power  the  Lords  have  •,  and  there  will  be  little  rea- 
fon  to  hope,  that  if  bills  of  this  nature  are  given 
way  to  by  the  Lords,  the  Commons  will  ever  bring 
up  impeachments,  or  make  themfelves  accufcrs  only, 
when  they  can  a6i:  as  judges. 

3.  This  bill,  in  our  opinion,  differs  materially 
from  the  precedents  cited  for  it.  As  to  the  cafe  of 
Sir  John  Fenwicky  it  is  plain  by  the  preamble  of  that 
bill,  that  the  ground  moft  relied  on  tojuftify  pro- 
ceeding againft  him  in  that  manner  was,  that  there 
had  been  two  legal  witnefTes  to  prove  the  high  trea- 
fon  againfb  him :  That  a  bill  was  found  againft  him 
on  their  evidence,  and  feveral  times  appointed  hint 
for  a  legal  trial  thereon,  in  the  ordinary  courfe, 
which  he  procured  to  be  put  off,  by  undertaking  to 
difcover,  till  one  of  the  evidences  withdrew  •,  fo  that 
*twas  folely  his  own  fault  that  he  had  not  a  legal 
trial  by  a  jury.  All  which  circumftances  not  being 
in  the  prelent  cafe,  we  take  it,  they  are  not  at  all  to 
be  compared  to  one  another. 

4.  As  to  the  a<5ls  which  paflTed  to  detain  Counter 
and  others  concerned  in  the  confpiracy  to  afTafTinate 
the  late  King  JVilliam^  of  glorious  memory,  we  con- 
ceive thofs  ads  were  not,  in  their  i^ature,  bills  of 
attainder  as  this  is,  but  purely  to  enable  the  crown 
to  keep  them  in  prifon,  notwithftanding  the  laws  of 
liberty ;  whereas  this  is  a  bill  to  inflicl  pains  and  pe- 
nalties, and  does  import  a  convidion  and  fentence  on 
the  prifoner,  not  only  to  lofe  his  liberty,  but  alfohis 
lands  and  tenements,  goods  and  chattels,  of  which 
he  having  none,  as  we  believe,  we  cannot  apprehend 

why 
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why  it  was  inferted,  and  this  bill  not  drawn  on  the 
plan  of  Counter's,  &c.  unlels  it  was  to  make  a  prece- 
dent for  fuch  forfeitures,  in  cafes  of  bills,  which  may 
hereafter  be  brought  to  convidl  perfons  who  have 
great  eftates,  upon  evidence  which  does  not  come  up 
to  what  the  law  in  being  requires. 

5.  If  there  be  a  defe(5l  of  legal  evidence  to  prove 
this  man  guilty  of  high  treafon,  fuch  defedl  always 
was ;  and  we  think,  if  bills  of  this  nature,  brought 
to  fupply  original  defeats  in  evidence,  do  receive 
countenance,  they  may  become  familiar,  and  then 
many  an  innocent  perfon  may  be  reached  by  them, 
fmce  *tis  hard  to  diftinguifh  whether  that  defcfl  pro- 
ceeds from  the  cunning  and  artifice,  or  from  the  in- 
nocence of  the  party. 

6.  This  proceeding  by  bill  does  not,  in  our  opi- 
nion, only  tend  to  lay  afide  the  judicial  power  of  the 
Lords,  but  even  the  ufe  of  juries,  which  diftinguifhes 
this  nation  from  all  its  neighbours,  and  is  of  the 
higheft  value  to  all  who  rightly  underftand  the  fecu- 
rity  and  other  benefits  accruing  from  it ;  and  what- 
ever tends  to  alter  or  weaken  that  great  privilege, 
we  think  is  an  alteration  of  our  conttitution  for  the 
worfe,  tho'  it  be  done  by  a6l  of  Parliament :  And 
if  it  may  be  fuppofed,  that  any  of  our  fundamental 
Jaws  were  fet  afide  by  a6l  of  Parliament,  the  nation, 
weapprehend,  would  not  be  at  all  the  more  comforted 
from  the  confidcration  that  the  Parliament  did  it. 

7.  It  is  of  the  efi^ence  of  natural  juftice,  as  we 
think,  but  is  moil  furely  of  the  laws  of  the  realm, 
that  no  perfon  fliould  be  tried  more  than  once  for  the 
fame  crime,  or  twice  put  in  peril  of  lofing  his  life, 
liberty  or  eftate.  And  tho*  we  acquiefce  in  the  opi- 
nion of  the  judges,  that  if  this  bill  pafs  into  a  law, 
Plunket  cannot  be  again  profecuted  for  the.  crimes 
contained  in  the  preamble  of  the  bill ;  yet  it  is  cer- 
tain, that  if  a  bill  of  this  kind  Ihould  happen  to  be 
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rejected  by  either  houfe  of  Parliament,  or  by  the 
King,  the  perfon  accufed  might  be  attacked  again 
and  again  in  like  m.anner,  in  any  fubfequent  feffion  of 
Parliament,  or  indided  for  the  fame  offence,  not- 
withftanding  that  either  houfe  of  Parliament  fhould 
have  found  him  innocent,  and  not  paffed  the  bill  for 
that  reafon.  And  we  conceive  it  a  very  great  ex- 
ception to  this  courfe  of  proceeding,  that  a  fubjed 
may  be  condemned  and  punifhed,  but  not  acquitted 
by  it. 

8.  We  think  it  appears  in  all  our  hiflory,  that  the 
pafTing  bills  of  attainder,  as  this,  we  think,  in  its  na- 
ture, it,  (except,  as  before  is  faid,  in  cafes  of  abfolute 
and  clear  neceffity)  have  proved  fo  many  blemifhes  to 
the  reigns  in  which  they  paffed;  and  therefore  we 
thought  it  our  duty  in  time,  and  before  the  pafTing  this 
bill  as  a  precedent,  to  give  our  advice  and  votes  a- 
gainfl  the  paffmg  it,  being  very  unwilling  that  any 
thing  fhould  pafs,  which,  in  our  opinions  would,  m 
the  leafl,  derogate  from  the  glory  of  this  reign. 

9.  We  apprehend  it  to  be  more  for  the  interefl 
and  fecurity  of  his  Majefly's  government,  that  bills 
of  this  nature  fhould  not  pafs,  than  that  they  fhould, 
fince  perfons,  who  think  at  all,  cannot  but  obferve, 
that  in  this  cafe  fome  things  have  been  received  as 
evidence,  which  would  not  have  been  received  in  any 
court  of  judicature  ;  that  precedents  of  this  kind  are 
naturally  growing  (as  we  think   this  goes  beyond 

-any  other  which  has  happened  fmce  the  revolution) 
and  if  from  fuch  like  obfervations  they  fhall  infer, 
as  we  cannot  but  do,  that  the  liberty  and  property 
of  the  fubjeft  become,  by  fuch  examples,    in  any 

■deo-ree,  more  precarious  than  they  were  before;  it 
may  caufe  an  abatement  of  zeal  for  a  government 

V  founded  on  the  revolution,  which  cannot,  as  we  think, 
be  compenfated  by  any  the  good  confequences  which 
are  hoped  for  by  by  thofe  who  approve  this  bill. 

^  Scarfdakj 
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Exeter^ 

Fole)\ 

Craven^ 

Anglefey^ 

Litchfield^ 

Alhhurnham^ 

Ux  bridge^ 

Bingley^ 

Fr.  Ceftrien. 

Oxford  and  Mort. 


Dartmouth, 

Strafford,  Lechmere, 

Aylesford,  Compton, 

Wefton,  "Trevor, 

Majham,  Berkeley  de  Str, 

Cardigan,  Cowper, 

Oshorn,  Gower, 

WilloughhydeBr.  Bruce, 

Poulet,  Hay, 

Bathurft,  Brook, 
Guilford, 

In  the  trial  of  Mr.  Kelly,  which  came  on  the 
next  day  before  the  Lords,  the  counfel  for  the  pri- 
foner  defired,  '  That  they  might  be  at  liberty  to 

*  proceed  to  examine  witnefTes  to  prove,  by  feveral 

*  circuraftances.  That  the  letters  dated  20th  Aprils 

*  1722.  given  in  evidence  for  the  bill,  were  not  die- 

*  tated  by  the  Bilhop  of  Rochefter  to  the  prifoner 

*  George  Kelly  \ '  but  a  motion  being  made  for  com- 
plying with  that  defire,  the  fime  occafioned  a  very 
warm  and  long  debate  ;  and  the  queftion  being  put 
upon  the  faid  motion,  it  was  carried  in  the  negative 
by  82  voices  againft47.  Whereupon  feveral  Lords 
entered  the  following  Proteftation,  viz, 

Diffentient, 
J.  13Ecaufe  it  was  infifted  on  by  the  prifoner's 
X3  counfel,  That  the  proof  defired  was  neceffa- 
ry  to  his  defence,  and,  if  allowed  to  be  made,  would 
contribute  to  fatisfy  the  houfe  of  the  prifoner's  inno- 
cence of  the  crimes  charged  on  him  by  the  bill ;  for 
which  reafon  alone,  if  there  was  no  other,  we  think 
the  witnefTes  ought  to  have  been  examined,  it  being, 
in  our  opinions,  againft  the  conftanc  courfe  and  rules 
of  jullice,  in  criminal  proceedings  of  all  kinds,  to 
preclude  the  prifoner's  defence,  by  refufing  to  hear 
his  witneffes,  if  they  are  legal  and  competent ;  and 
in  derogation  of  the  honour  and  jullice  of  the  houfe, 
on  this  Gccafion,  to  anticipate  the  judgment  of  the 
houfe  in  the  Icaftcircumftance  which  ths  prifoner,  or 
Z  2  his 
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his  counfel  infift  on  to  be  material  to  his  defence^ 
and  which  may,  if  proved,  be  of  weight  in  the  con- 
fideration  and  judgment  of  the  houfe. 

2.  It  appears  to  us,  to  tend  direflly  to  prove  the 
guilt  or  innocence  of  the  prifoner,  to  difcover  whether 
the  BiQiop  of  Rochejier  did  didate  to  the  prifoner  the 
letters  mentioned  in  the  queftion,  becaufe  it  was  de- 
clared to  the  houfe  by  the  counfel  for  the  bill,  in  o- 
pening  the  charge  againft  the  prifoner,  that  the  let- 
ters, tho'  wrote  by  the  prifoner  were  didlated  to  him 
by  a  greater  perfon :  And  altho' the  counfel  for  the  bill, 
when  called  upon,  did  not  think  fit  to  name  that 
greater  perfon  ;  yet  it  being  fuggefted  in  the  report 
of  the  houfe  of  Commons  communicated  to  this 
houfe,  and  it  being  univerfally  fuppofed  hitherto, 
that  the  Bifliop  o^  Rochejier  did  di6tate  the  faid  letters 
to  the  prifoner,  it  became,  in  our  opinions,  incum- 
bent on  the  prifoner  to  give  the  houfe  what  fatisfac- 
tion  he  could  in  that  particular ;  the  fame  being  made 
a  circumftance,  and  part  of  the  accufation  againft  him, 
and,  if  falfified,  or  rendered  incredible,  might  influence 
the  judgment  of  the  houfe  in  other  circumftances. 

3.  Becaufe  the  declaration  of  Philip  Neynoe  decea- 
fed,  tho'  not  figned  or  fworn  to  by  him,  hath  been 
allowed  by  the  houfe  to  be  read  and  given  in  evidence, 
in  proof  of  the  particular  fa6ls  charged  on  the  prifoner 
in  the  bill  ♦,  in  which  declaration  the  prifoner  is  ex- 
prefly  charged  by  the  faid  ISIeynoe^  to  have  frequently 
told  him,  that  the  Bifliop  o^ Rochejier  held  correfpon- 
dencies  with  \.\\t Pretender^  and  the  Pretender'*s  agents; 
and  that  the  prifoner  was  employed  by  the  Bifliop  in 
writing  for  him,  and  carrying  on  the  faid  correfpon- 
dencies,  and  that  he  had  feveral  times  left  Mr.  Kelly 
at  the  Bifliop's  door,  when  Mr.  Kelly  went  into  the 
Bifliop's  houfe,  and  ftayed  there  an  hour  or  two,  and 
upon  coming  back  to  him,  that  the  prifoner  made 
apologies  for  ftaying  fo  long,  and  told  him,  he  had 

been 
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been  writing  the  Bi/hop's  letters^  which  he  always  ap- 
prehended to  be  the  foreign  correfpondence  of  the 
Bifhop  with  the  Pretender's  agents  :  For  which  rea- 
fon  alfo  we  conceive  the  proof  defired  ought  to  have 
been  received,  becaufe  it  may  be  thought  a  denial  of 
juftice  by  this  houfe  to  the  prifoner,  not  to  permit 
him  to  anfwer,  even  by  legal  evidence,  the  particu- 
lar and  diredt  evidence  which  the  houfe  hath  allowed 
to  be  given  againft  him. 

4.  Altho'  the  prifoner  may  be  guilty  of  a  treafon- 
able  correfpondence,  if  he  wrote  the  letters  mention- 
ed in  the  queflion,  and  the  fame  were  not  didlated  to 
him  by  any  perfon  whatfoever  ;  yet  the  fads  charged 
in  the  bill  having  been  endeavoured  to  be  proved,  not 
by  dired:  proofs  of  the  fads  themfelves,  but  by  cir- 
cumftances,  in  our  opinions,  the  prifoner's  defence 
muft  be  applied  to  anfwer  the  feveral  circumftances ; 
and  it  is,  as  we  conceive,  equally  unjuft  to  deny  him 
the  liberty  of  falfifying  that  circumftance  of  his 
writing  the  letters,  being  didlated  to  him  by  the  Bi- 
fhop, as  it  would  be  to  refufe  to  allov/  him  to  prove 
that  the  faid  letters  were  nor,  or  could  not  be  wrote 
or  fent  to  the  perfons  to  whom  they  are  fuggefted  or 
charged  to  have  been  wrote  or  fent,  or  to  refufe  him 
to  prove,  by  circumftances,  that  the  prifoner  him- 
felf  did  not,  or  could  not  write  the  fame  at  the  par- 
ticular times  and  places  the  fame  are  fuggefted  to  be 
fo  wrote  or  fent  by  him,  or  to  deny  him  liberty  to 
falfify,  by  circumftances,  any  other  circumftance  re- 
lating to  the  fuppofed  treafonable  correfpondence 
charged  on  him  by  the  bill. 

5.  The  counfel  for  the  bill  having  alledged,  as 
one  reafon,  againft  the  examination  defired,  that 
they  were  not  prepared  to  anfwer  that  evidence,  might 
have  been  a  ground  for  the  houfe  to  have  allowed 
them  a  reafonable  time  for  fuch  preparation  ;  but,  in 
our  opinions  that  confideration  Qught  not  to  weigh 
Z  3  againft 
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againd  the  prifoner  giving  the  evidence  to  the  houle 
wliich  he  was  prepared  to  give,  efpecially  fince  it  was 
alledged,  that  the  examination  now  dcfired,  was  de- 
fired  on  the  prilbner's  part  to  have  been  made  at  the 
bar  of  the  houfe  of  Commons,  and  thereby  fo  long 
ago  publicly  notified  by  the  prifoner. 

6.  Becaufe  the  refufal  of  the  proof  of  any  circum- 
ftance  of  the  prifoner's  defence,  if  fuch  refufal  be  not 
jufl,  muft,  in  its  confequence,  affeft  the  juftice  of 
this  whole  proceeding  againft  the  prifoner  ;  becaufe  it 
deprives  the  houfe  of  the  liberty  of  forming  a  judg- 
ment upon  the  whole  cafe,  and  tends,  fo  far  as  that 
particular  goes,  to  fubje6l  this  proceeding  againft  the 
prifoner  to  the  objedion  of  partiality,  which  is  moft 
highly  difhonourable  to  this  houfe,  efpecially  confi- 
dering  the  latitude  which  hath  been  allowed  in  other 
parts  of  the  examination,  on  this  occafion. 

Arundel^  Craven^  Fr,  Cefinen\ 

Pomfret,  PThartoTty  Foley^ 

t^orthamfton^     Cowper^  Montjoy^ 

Leigh ^  Willoughhy  de  Br.     Ofborn^ 

'Berkley  de  Sir,  Brook^  Compton^ 

Middleton^  Wefton^  Bruce^ 

Salisbury^  Aflohurnham^  Lechmere, 

Hay,  Gower^  Dartmouthy 

Strafford,  Toulet,  Bingley, 

Scar/dale^  Guilford,  Aylesford^ 

Stawell,  Denbigh,  Uxbridge, 

Baihurft,  Litchfield^  Tadcafter^ 

Trevor,  Anglefey,  Exeter, 

Majham,  Cardigan^ 

The  counfel  for  the  prifoner  having  made  feme 
farther  obfervations  on  the  evidence  given  for  the 
bill,  and  fumm.ed  up  their  own  evidence,  Mr.  Kelly 
fpoke,  in  his  own  defence. 

This  fpeech  took  up  fo  much  time,  that  the  con* 
clufion  of  that  affair  was  put  off  till  the  next  morning, 

{May 
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{May  3^.)  when  the  houfe  of  Peers  being  fat,  the 
bill  to  infiiEl  "pains  and  penalties  on  George  Kelly,  alias 
Johnfon,  was  read  the  3d  time.  Hereupon  the  Lord 
Bathurft  offered  a  rider  to  be  added  to  the  faid  bill, 
which  was  read  by  the  clerk  as  follows ;  viz. 
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*  Provided  always,  that  if  the  faid  George  Kelly ^ 
alias  Johnfon^  fhall  at  any  time,  give  fecurity,  fuch 
as  fhall  be  approved  of  by  the  two  chief  juflices. 
That  he  will,  within  one  month,  depart  his  Ma- 
jefly's  dominions,  and  not  return  again  without  the 
licence  of  his  Majefty,  his  heirs  and  fuccefTors, 
Then  the  faid  George  Kelly y  alias  Johnfon^  Ihall  be 
at  liberty  to  depart,  any  thing  in  this  afl  to  the 
contrary  notwithftanding. 


And  a  motion  being  made  and  the  queftion  put, 
whether  the  laid  Rider  fhould  be  read  a  fecond  time, 
it  was  carried  in  the  negative  by  83  voices  againfl 
38  ;  upon  which  the  following  Peers  entered  their 
dilTent,  viz. 


OJlorn, 

Strafford^ 

Foley, 

Anglefey, 

Aylesford, 

Exeter, 

Craven^ 

Salifbury^ 

Berkeley  deStr. 

Guilford^ 

Paulety 

Compton, 

Slawelly 

Bruce^ 

Uxbridge, 

Northamptoi 

?,  Afhhurnham^ 

Arundel, 

Middletouy 

Dartmouth^ 

Cardigan, 

Gower^ 

Majkaniy 

Montjoy, 

Fr,  Ceftrien\ 

.  Wejion, 

WilloughhydeBr, 

Scarfdaky 

Hay, 

Bingley, 

Trevor^ 

Brook, 

Bathurjly 

Litchfield, 

Then  thequeflion  was  put,  whether  this  bill  fhould 
pafs  ?  Which  being  carried  in  the  affirmative  by  79 
voices  againfl  41,  feveral  Lords  entered  and  figned 
the  following  proteflation,  viz, 

Z  4  D/J^»- 
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Dijfentient. 

^aTnft^th'     '•  "OEcaufe  we  think  there  is  no  room  for  the  le- 

biiitoinflifi       J3  giHarure  to  pafs  a  law  Ex  poft  fa8o^  to  pu- 

pains  and     fjjf}^  j;]^is  perfon  for  the  treafonable  correfpondence  he 

penalties  on    .  ~    y'-     .^   .       .      .  .  r\      ^  i       i  i 

CeorgeKeiiy.  IS  accuieo  ot,  he  being  in  cultody,  and  may  be  brought 
to  a  legal  tryal  in  one  of  the  courts  of  juflice. 

2.  We  conceive  the  want  or  defect  of  fuch  clear 
end  plain  evidence  as  by  the  laws  of  this  kingdom  is 
required  to  convid  any  perfon  of  high  treafon^  no  fuf- 
iicient  reafon  to  warrant  the  exercife  of  the  legifla-- 
tive  power  in  making  a  new  law  for  his  punilhment, 
becaufe  fuch  laws  being  made  for  the  protedlion  of 
innocent  perfons,  from  fuffering  by  falfe,  uncertain, 
or  doubtful  evidence,  every  fubjedl  is  intitled  to  the 
benefit  of  thofe  laws,  when  he  Ihall  fall  under  an  ac- 
cufation  of  high  treafon, 

3.  Becaufe,  we  conceive,  as  by  the  rules  of  natural 
jyftice,  laws  ought  to  be  firft  made  as  directions  for 
men's  adions,  and  obedience,  and  punifhment  in- 
flided,  for  putting  thofe  laws  in  execution  againft 
offenders :  And  that  therefore  punifliing  by  a  law 
made  after  the  offence  committed,  is  not  agreeable 
to  reafon  or  jultice,  except  only  in  the  cafe  of  real 
and  apparent  neceflity,  to  prevent  the  immediate 
3uin  of  a  government,  which  we  do  not  think  can 
"be  the  prefent  cafe,    or  can  bear  any  refemblance 

to  it. 

4.  Becaufe  the  proceedings  of  the  legiflative  pow- 
er, in  making  laws,  can  be  governed  by  no  rule  but 
that  of  their  own  difcretion  and  power  :  And  there- 
fore the  making  laws,  to  inflidt  pains  and  penalties 
on  particular  perfons,  muff,  as  we  conceive,  tend 
to  expofe  the  liberties  and  properties  of  the  fubjedts 
to  an  arbitrary  difcretion  ;  and  confequently  render 
them  precarious  in  the  enjoyment  of  thofe  blefTings, 
v.'hich  by  our  excclknt  conititution  and  govern- 
ment. 
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ment,  they  have  always  had  an  uncontroulable  right 
to  hold  and  enjoy,  till  forfeited  for  fome  crime,  and 
the  perfon  offending  legally  convifled  thereof,  upon 
fuch  full  and  pofitive  proof  as  the  laws  of  this  king- 
dom do  require. 

5.  Becaufe,  as  we  conceive,  it  would  be  of  dange- 
rous confequence  to  the  fafety  of  innocent  perfons, 
to  allow  copies  of  letters  taken  by  the  clerks  of  the 
poll-office,  tho'  fworn  by  them  to  be  true  copies, 
to  be  given  in  evidence  againft  any  perfon  accufed 
of  high  treafon^  efpecially  when  fuch  copies  are  not 
compared  with  the  originals  after  they  were  taken, 
and  the  originals  forwarded  on  by  them,  and  not 
produced  ^  becaufe,  the  originals  not  being  produced, 
fuch  perfon  is  deprived  of  an  opportunity  of  falfify- 
ing  thofe  copies  ^  and  tho*  there  fhould  be  any  mi- 
ftake  committed  by  the  clerk  in  copying,  whether 
wilfully,  or  by  negligence,  fuch  miftake  cannot  be 
detefted  for  want  of  the  original  writings  to  compare 
the  copies  with. 

6.  Becaufe  the  proof  of  letters  or  other  writing  in 
criminal  profecutions,  by  fimilitude  and  comparifon 
of  hands,  being,  as  we  conceive,  a  very  flight  and 
weak  evidence  (becaufe  hands  may  be  too  eafily 
counterfeited,  and  the  perfons  examined  cannot  fpeak 
pofitively,  but  to  their  belief,  and  therefore  not  lia^ 
ble  to  be  profecuted  for  perjury)  hath,  as  we  con- 
ceive very  juflly  been  difcouraged  in  fuch  times  when 
the  adminiftration  of  juftice  hath  been  moft  impartial  j 
and  convictions  of  high  treafon  grounded  on  fuch  e- 
videncc  have  been  reverfed  by  adt  of  Parliament,  for 
that  and  other  reafons. 


Pomfret^ 

Jylesfcrd^ 

Trevor, 

Stawell, 

Dartmouth^ 

Uxbridge, 

J<[orthampton^ 

Bathurft, 

Voley^ 

Fr,  Ceflricfj. 

Liubjidd, 

Majham^ 

Anglejey 
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Anglefey, 

Salisbury, 

Cardigan, 

Strafford, 

Brook, 

Arundel, 

Scarfdale, 

Gower, 

Exeter, 

Craven, 

Weftm, 

Montjoy, 

Denbigh, 

Osborn, 

WilloughbydeBr. 

Guilford, 

Hay, 

Jfhburnham^ 

Wharton, 

Berkley  de  Str, 

Bingley, 

Middleton, 

Compton,  ■ 

Tadcafter. 

Poulet, 

Br^e, 

TheBi-  On  Monday,    the  6th  of  May,    about  eleven  o* 

^X^r^'i  clock  in  the  morning,  the  Lord  Bifliop  of  Rochefter, 
aiatthebar  was  brought  to  the  bar  of  the  Lords  houfe,  in  order 
^^e Lords  (q  make  his  defence  againfl  the  bill  to  infli5f  certain 
pains  and  penalties  upon  htm,  with  the  afliflance  of  his 
counfel  Sir  Conftamine  Phipps,  and  Mr.  Wynne,  Af- 
ter the  reading  of  the  bill,  the  King's  counfel  opened 
the  nature  of  it,  difplayed  the  heinoufnefs  of  the  late 
horrid  and  execrable  confpiracy,  and,  in  particular, 
aggravated  the  crime  of  the  prifoner  at  the  bar,  who 
as  the  preamble  fuggeilcd,  was  principally  concerned 
informing,  dire5ling,  and  carrying  on  the  faid  wicked, 
and  det  eft  able  plot.  This  done,  in  order  to  prove  the 
confpiracy  in  general,  they  offered  to  read  feveral 
extracts  of  letters,  which  the  government  had  received 
from  abroad  :  But  this  was  oppofed  by  the  Bifhop 
and  his  counfel,  who  aliedged,  That  extracts  of  let- 
ters, fome  of  them  from  anonymous,  or  at  leall, 
from  unknown  perfons,  ought  not  to  be  admitted  as 
evidence,  and  that  according  to  the  method  of  legal 
proceedings,  the  originals  themfelves  ought  to  be 
produced.  After  the  counfel,  on  both  fides,  had  can- 
vafied  the  matter  to  and  fro,  they  and  the  prifoner 
were  ordered  to  withdraw,  and  then  a  motion  was 
made,  and  the  queftion  put,  *  That  the  extradl,  of- 

*  fered  by  the  counfel  for  the  bill,  of  the  letter  from 

*  Sir  huke  Schaub  to  the  Lord  Carteret,  be  read  as 

*  evidence, '    which  being  carried  in  the  affirmative 
by  95  voices  againfl:  o^^,   another  motion  was  made 

and 
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and  the  queftion  put,  *  Whether  the  advice  inclofed 

*  in  the  letter  from  Sir  Luke  Schaub  be  read,  tho'  this 

*  houfe  be  not  acquainted  with  the  perfon  who  gave 

*  that  advice  ? 

This  queftion  being  alfo  refolved  in  the  affirmative, 
the  following  Lords  entered  their  diflent,  viz. 
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Strafiord^ 

Majhaniy 

Foley^ 

Oshorn^ 

Anglefey, 

Exeter, 

Craven^ 

Cowpery 

Montjoy, 

Salisbury^ 

Brook, 

Wefton, 

2<[orthampton^ 

Litchfield^ 

WilloughbydeBr. 

Scar/dale^ 

Bruce^ 

Compton, 

Aylesford^ 

Denbigh^ 

Cardigan, 

Gower, 

Guilfordy 

Bingley, 

Poulet^ 

Dartmouth^ 

AJhburnham, 

Fr.  Ceftrien. 

^revor^ 

Then  the  counfel  for  the  bill  offered  to  produce 
copies  of  letters  intercepted  at  the  poft-office,  part  of 
them  written  in  cypher,  and  afterwards  decyphered, 
but  the  fame  was  ftrenuoufly  oppofed  by  the  Bifhop 
and  his  counfel,    who  put  feveral  puzzling  queftions 
to  Mr.  Willes^  one  of  the  decypherers,  about  the  na- 
ture and  certainty  of  their  art.  This  difquifition  lafted 
till  about  nine  of  the  clock  in  the  evening,  when  the 
prifoner  and  the  counfel  on  both  fides  being  with- 
drawn,   a  motion  was  made  and  the  queftion  put, 
that  Willes  be  obliged  to  produce  this  key  of  the  cy- 
pher ?    This  queftion  being  refolved  in  the  negative 
by  80  voices  againft  43,   another  motion  was  made 
and  the  queftion  put.  That  the  faid  letters  intercepted 
at  the  poft-office  and  decyphered,    be  read  as  evi- 
dence, which  was  carried  in  the  affirmative,  and  then 
the  farther  hearing  of  that  affair  was  put  off  to  the 
next  day,  and  the  Biftiop  remanded  to  the  Tower, 


The 
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The  next  morning,  (Tuefday  May  7th.)  he  was 
brought  again  to  the  bar  of  the  Lords  houfe,  where 
the  counfel  for  the  bill,  going  on  with  their  evidence, 
offered  to  read  the  examinations  and  confeflions  of 
Philip  Neynoe^  deceafed.  Which  was  ftrongly  op- 
pofed  by  the  Bilhop  and^his  counfel,  but  moft  of  their 
obje6lions  having  already  been  over-ruled  in  the  ca- 
fes of  Plunket  and  Kelly^  and  the  Lord  Vifcount 
^ownjhend  having  affirmed,  and  Mr.  Robert  Walpole 
attefted  the  faid  examinations,  it  was  refolved,  by  a 
majority  of  85  voices  againft  41,  that  they  fhould 
be  admitted  as  evidence  ;  upon  which  the  faid  exa- 
minations were  read. 

Then  the  counfel  for  the  bill  offered  to  read  feve- 
ral  letters  intercepted  at  the  poft-office  :  Upon  which 
the  BifKop  defired  and  infifted,  that  the  clerks  of 
the  poll-office  be  examined,  to  thefe  two  queftions, 

*  Firft^   Whether  they  had  a  fufficient  warrant  and 

*  authority,    to  flop  and  open  the  faid  letters,    and 

*  from  whom  they  had  fuch  warrant  and  authority  ? 

*  2^/y,  Whether  clerks  of  the  poft-office  who  copied 

*  the  letters,  whofe  originals  had  been  forwarded,  had 
'  intercepted  the  faid  letters,  themfelves,  or  received 

*  them  from  fome  body  elfe  ? '  The  Bifhop  and  the 
counfel  on  both  fides  being  withdrawn,  the  courtiers 
put  the  following  queftion,  viz. 

'  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  houfe  that  it  is  in- 

*  confiftent  with  the  public  fafety,  as  well  as  un- 
'  necefiary  for  the  priioner's  defence,    to  fuffer  any 

*  farther  inquiry  to  be  made,  upon  this  occafion,  in- 
'  to  the  warrants  which  have  been  granted  by  the  fe- 

*  cretary  of  ftate  for  the  flopping  and  opening  of 

*  letters  which  fhould  come  or  go  by  the  poft,    or 

*  into  the  methods  that  have  been  taken  by  the  pro- 
"  per  officers  at  the  poft-office,  in  obedience  to  fuch 
'  warrants  ? 

After 
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After  a  long  a  debate,  that  lafted  till  near  eleven  of 
the  clock  at  night,  the  faid  queftion  was  carried  in 
the  affirmative,  by  a  majority  of  82  voices  againft 
40 ',  upon  which  feveral  Lords  entered  the  following 
frotejiation^  viz. 

Dijfentient. 
I  .T)  Ecaufe  we  apprehend,  that  in  all  criminal  pro- 

J3  fecutions,  the  crofs-examining  of  witnefTes  is 
neceifary  for  the  defence  of  the  prifoner,  and  for  the 
fatisfad:ion  of  thofe  who  are  to  judge  of  the  fads  al- 
ledged  againft  him,  in  order  to  the  difcovering  of 
truth,  and  detedling  any  fraudulent  evidence  which 
Ihould  be  offered ;  and  the  refolution  above  recited 
does,  in  our  opinions,  debar  the  Bifhop  o{  Rochejier^ 
and  every  other  perfon  concerned,  from  alking  any 
qucftions  of  the  clerks  of  the  poft  office,  who  are 
brought  as  witnefTes  to  the  bar,  relating  to  the  flop- 
ping and  opening  of  pofl-letters,  tho'  letters  pretend- 
ed to  be  flopt  and  opened  at  the  poft  office  are  read 
as  evidence  againft  the  prifoner.  And  we  conceive 
that  the  preventing  any  farther  inquiry  on  thefe  heads, 
muft  lay  this  houfe  under  great  difficulties,  when  they 
come  to  form  a  judgment  on  thofe  letters,  the  validi- 
ty of  which  v^ill,  in  a  great  meafure,  depend  on  the 
proof  given  of  their  having  been  truly  flopt  and  o- 
pened,  as  afTerted. 

2.  We  apprehend  it  to  be  impoffible  for  this  houfe 
to  determine,  that  the  inquiry  which  is  defired  is 
unneceflary  t€)  the  defence  of  the  prifoner,  till  he  fhall 
come  to  make  the  application  ;  and  we  conceive  he 
fhould  have  the  liberty  of  afking  what  queftions  he 
or  his  counfel  think  proper,  of  the  clerks  of  the 
poft-office,  relating  to  the  ftopping  and  opening  of 
letters,  without  acquainting  the  houfe  what  ufe  he 
intends  to  make  of  their  anfwers:  And  this  appears  to 
us  to  be  highly  reafonable,  effential  to  juflice,  and 
warranted  by  the  methods  which  this  houfe  hath  hi- 
therto 
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therto  allowed  the  counfel  for  the  fupport  of  the  bill 
to  proceed  in,  who  have,  during  the  whole  courfe  of 
this  examination,  referved  the  application  of  the  evi- 
dence they  have  offered,  till  they  fhould  judge  conr 
venient  to  make  it. 


Scar/dale^ 

Whartoriy 

Majhaniy 

'Trevor^ 

CraveUy 

Aylesfordy 

Compton^ 

Northampton^ 

Bathurfty 

TVefton, 

Bingleyy 

Litchfieldy 

Uxhridgey 

Willoughhy  de  Br. 

Ofborfiy 

Gowery 

Exetery 

Bruccy 

Straffordy 

Ajhhurnhamy 

Cardigan, 

Foley, 

Hayy 

Anglefey. 

Pomfrety 

Denbigh^ 

Brooky 

Poulety 

The  next  morning  (JVednefday  May  Stb.)  the 
Bifhop  of  Rochefter  being  brought  again  to  the  bar 
of  the  Lords  houfe,  the  counfel  for  the  bill  went  on 
with  the  reft  of  their  evidence,  with  lefs  interruption 
than  the  two  preceding  days.  The  moft  remarkable 
paflage  in  this  days  proceeding  was,  that  William 
IVoody  late  Coachman  to  the  Bilhop,  being  produ- 
ced as  a  witnefs,  that  Prelate  afked  him,    '  What 

*  reward  he  had  received,  or  been  promifed,  to  de- 

*  pofe  againft  his  Mafter  ?'  Which  being  reprefent- 
ed  as  a  brow-beating  of  the  King's  evidence,  the 
Lord  Chancellor  rebuked  the  prifoner  for  it.  The 
counfel  for  the  bill  having  fummed  up  their  evidence, 
about  four  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  the  Lords  ad- 
journed to  the  next  day. 

Accordingly  on  nurfday,  the  9th  of  May,  the 
houfe  of  Peers  being  fat,  and  the  Biftiop  brought 
to  their  bar,  his  counfel  made  remarks  and  ob- 
fervations  on  the  evidence  produced  on  the  other 
fide,  and  opened  the  evidence  they  had  to  offer, 
in  defence  of  their  client.     Their   chief  bufinefs 

being 
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being  to  invalidate  Neynoe's  examinations,  on 
which  great  flrefs  was  laid  by  the  Counfel  for  the 
bill,    they  obferved,  '  That  what  he  pretended  to 

*  know   of  the   Bifhop   of  Rochejier  was  only  by 

*  hearfay  from  Mr.  George  Kelly :  ^  But  that  as  hear- 
'  fay  was  never  admitted  as  legal  proof,  much  leis 

*  ought  it  to  have  any  weight  in  this  cafe,  where 
^  a  dead-man's,  Neyrwe's  hearfay  was  denied,  and 
'  contradicled  by  Kelly  now  ahve.  That  Neynoe's 
'  examinations  were  neither  fworn  to,    nor  figned 

*  by  him :  But  were  he  ftill  living,  and  offered  to 

*  confirm  them  by  oath,    they  could  hardly  be  of 

*  any  force,  fince  they   were  ready  to  prove,  that 

*  he  was  drawn  in  to  fay  and  unfay,  to  afHrm  or 
'  deny,  any  thing.'  To  this  purpofe  they  offered 
to  examine  three  witneffes,  viz.  Mr.  Bingley^ 
Mr.  Skeeney  and  Mr.  Stewart^  who  were  in  the 
cuftody  of  a  flate  melfenger  at  the  fame  time  with 
Ney72oe^  and  had  an  opportunity  to  converfe,  or 
communicate  together ;  but  before  they  entered 
upon  that  examination,  the  Bifhop  taking  notice, 
that  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  at  the 
bar,  he  faid,  '  It  was  not  proper  he  fhould  hear 
'  depofitions  that  affected  him:  Whereupon  Mr. 
Walpole  withdrew. 

Mr.  Bingley  being  fworn,  related  what  he  knew 
concerning  Philip  Neynoe^  with  whom  he  had  a 
great  intimacy,  and  was  ftopt  with  him  at  Deal^ 
as  they  endeavoured  to  go  over  injto  France^  par- 
ticularly,   *  That  Neynoe^  havirg  been  taken  up, 

*  fome  time  before,  upon  account  of  feveral  fcur- 

*  rilous  libels  he  had  writ  againft  the  government, 
'  and  publifhed   in  the  Freeholder's  journal,    and 

*  being   under   an   apprehenfion   of  being   treated 

*  with  the  utmoft  fcverity  of  the.  law,  on  the  one 
<  hand,    and   tempted  with  large  promifes  of  re- 

*  ward,  on  the  other,  he  coniented  to  be  employ-    . 

*  ed  by  the  Minifters,    and  to  accufe  the  Earl  of 

*  Orrery^   and  the  Bifhop  of  Rochejier ^^    and  feveral 
.     ,  '  other 
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other  innocent  pcrfons,  of  having  formed  a  con- 
fpiracy  againft  the  government ;  that  the  Lord 
Townfhend  had  declared  a  prejudice,  upon  fome 
private  account  to  the  Bifhop,  and  was  refolved 
to  pull  down^  the  pride  of  that  haughty 
PRELATE.  That  Mr.  Walpole  inftrudted  him 
{Neynoe)  in  private,  what  he  Ihould  fay  in  his 
examinations  before  the  Lords  of  the  Council, 
and,  at  divers  times,  gave  him  great  fums  of 
money.  That  Neynoe^  who  all  this  while  had 
nothing  in  view,  but  to  impofe  on  thofe  who 
obliged  him  to  a6l  fo  villanous  a  part ;  and  to 
get  out  of  their  reach,  propofed  to  the  Minifters 
his  going  over  to  France^  in  order  to  gain  far- 
ther intelligence  of  the  confpiracy,  by  narrowly 
obferving  the  fleps  of  the  Earl  of  Marr^  Lord 
Lanfdowne  and  other  perfons,  fufpedled  of  being 
agents  for  the  Pretender  in  France 'y  that  Mr. 
Walpole  feemed  at  firft,  to  approve  this  over- 
ture, but  whatever  was  the  reafon,  he  afterwards 
changed  his  opinion,  and  fufpeding  Neynoe^^ 
true  intention  to  cheat  him,  and  give  him  the 
flip,  he  caufed  him  to  be  watched,  and  (topped 
at  Deal. 

This  deponent  (Mr.  Bingley)  added,  «  That  he 
himfelf  had  been  tampered  with,  and  offered  a 
reward  of  300  /.  if  he  would  turn  evidence  againft 
the  Bifhop  of  Rochefter^  which  he  refufed  to  do. 
The  Lord  Vifcount  Townfhend^  who,  as  well  as 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer^  was  charged  by 
this  depofition,   in  his  own  vindication   obfeiVed, 

*  That  no  regard  ought  to  be  had  to  the  evidence 
«  of  a  notorious  and  zealous  Jacobite^  who  had  been 
'  convided,    whipt,    pilloried,   and  imprifoned  at 

*  Dublin^  upon  two  indictments,  one  for  publifh- 

*  ing  a  treafonable  book  called  Nero,   the  other 

*  for  fpeaking  treafonable  words,    and  this  after 

*  having   taken    the    oaths  to   the    government ; 

*  all  which  make  him  a  lefs  credible  witnefs  in  the 
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*  prefent  cafe,  than  if  he  had,  in  a  common  trial, 

*  been  proved  a  perjured  ivitnefs. 

Whatever  weight  was  laid  on  this  objcdlion, 
Mr.  Skeene  confirmed,  upon  oath,  a  great  part  of 
Mr.  Binglefs  depofition,   adding,  '  That  Nynoe^ 

*  purfuant  to  his   inftruflions,    from  the  Minifter 
,*  who  employed  him,  had  propofed  to  him  to  be 

*  evidence  againfl   the  Lord  Orrery^    and  the  Bi- 

*  Ihop  of  Rochejier :  But  that  having  rejected  his 
'  propofal  he  confefTed  to  him  and  to  Mr.  Stewart^ 

*  that  all  he  had  done  was  only  to  amufe   the  Mi- 

*  nifters  till  he  could  get  out  of  their  power ;  but 

*  that  he  had  rather    be    torn  in  pieces  by    wild 

*  horfes,  than  be  an  evidence,  and  confirm  by  oath 

*  before  a   court  of  judicature,  what  he  had   been 

*  obliged  to  fay  before  the  Lords  of  the  Council ; 
«  that  being  one  day  in  private,  widi  the  Minider 

*  above   mentioned,  he    was  ilruck    with  fuch  re- 

*  morfe  and   indignation  at  the  infamous   part  he 

*  forced    him  to  ad,  that  he  was  upon  the  point 

*  of  feizing  on  a  fword  that   lay  on  the  table,  and 

<  running  him  through,  in   order  to  put  an  end  to 

*  the  confpiracy.  And  that  this  deponent  having 
'  afked  Neynoe,  whether  he  knew  any  thing  of  a 
«  plot  ^  He  anfwered,  he  knew  of  two,  one  of 
'  Mr.  Walpolth  againft  fome  great  men,  the  other 

*  of  his  own,  v/hich    was  only  to  get  eighteen  or 

<  twenty  thoufand  pounds  from  Mr.  H^alpole  :  And 
'  whatever  became  of  the  fird,  he  doubted  not  but 
'  he  would  have  brought  the  other  to  bear,  had 
'  he  but  once  fct  foot  on  the  French  (hove  *,  and 
'  had  not  Bin^iey's  blundering  marred  all.  More- 
'  over,  Mr.  Skeene  endeavoured  wholy  to   deftroy 

*  Captain  Pander's  depofition,  by  laying,  that  he 
«  never  told  him  any  thing,  but  what  he  had  him- 

*  felf  out  of  the  public  news-papers. 

Mr.  StczLart  b^ing  alfo  examined  upon  oath, 
confirmed  what  had  been  depofed  by  Mr.  Bingley 
and  Mr.  Skeene^  adding,    '  That   Neynoe  had  en- 
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*  deavoured  to  engage  him  to  turn  evidence  againft 
*■  the  Earl   of  Orrery :    Which  he  refufed  to  do, 

*  having  never  fpoke  but  once   with  his  Lordfhip, 

*  to  whom  he  was  introduced  by  a  Gentleman,  up- 

*  on  occafion  of  Tome  books  which   he  was  to  get 

*  for  him. 

Mod  of  thefe  particulars  were  confirmed  by 
Corbet  Kynafton^  Efq;  who  depofed,  that  he  had 
them  from  Mr.  Bingley^  Mr.  Sketne,-  or  Mr.  Stewart^ 
before  Mr.  Neynoe  was  drowned :  ^But  litde  ftrefs 
was  laid  by  the  majority  of  the  houfe  of  Peers, 
on  thefe  depofitions,  the  three  firft  witnefTes  being 
known  to  have  been  deeply  engaged,  in  the  Pr^- 
tender^s  caufe. 

This  being  over,  the  Counfel  for  the  Bifhop  la- 
boured to  clear  him  from  the  moft  material  part 
of  the  charge  againft  him,  vix»  That  he  did  dictate 
to  Mr.  George  Kelly  the  three  letters^  dated  April 
20th,  1 722,  to  General  Dillon,  the  late  Earl  of  Marr^ ' 
and  the  Pretender  ;  fuggefting,  '  That  it  could  not 

*  be  pofTible  he  fhould,  at  that  time,  didtate  thofe 
'  letters,  being  difabled  in   his  chamber,  and  con- 

*  ftantly   attended  by  fome  of  his  fervants,    who 

*  were  examined,  and  depofed,    that  no    ftrangcr 

*  came  near  him  about  that  time,  and  for   fome 

*  time,    before  and   after  -,    and   that    they   never 

*  knew  of  Mr.  Kellfs  being  the  Bifhop's  Secretary, 
'  or  being  intimate  with  him,  which,  had  he  been 

*  fo,  could  not  have  efcaped  their  knowledge.* 
The  Counfel  for  the  Bifhop,  read  aUb  an  affidavit 
from  Mr.  Gordon,  Banker  at  Bologne,  importing, 
'  That  he  never  received,  nor  forwarded  any 
'  packets,  from  Mr.  George  Kelly,  nor  ever  had 
'  any  dealing  or  correfpondence  with  him  ; '  and 
they  likewife  examined  witnefTes,  and  among  the 
reft  Erafmus  Lewis,  Efq;  to  prove  how  cafily 
hand  -writing  may  be  counterfeited. 
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Thefe  examinations  having  Jaded  till  near  ele- 
ven of  the  dock  in  the  evening,  the  Lords  ad- 
journed  to  the  next  morning. 

The  Bilhop  being  the  next  morning  (Friday  May 
I  oth)  brought  again  to  the  bar  of  the  Lords  houfe,  his 
Counfel  endeavoured  to  take  off  the  weight  of  the 
teftimony   and  judgment    of    Mr.  R.  an  in- 

graver,  who  having  been  produced  and  examined 
by  the  Counfel  for  the  bill,  had  fworn  to  the  fimi- 
litude  of  the  feal  of  a  letter  found  among  the  Bi- 
fhop's  papers,  with  the  feals  of  fome  of  the  inter  - 
cepted  letters :  In  oppofition  to  which  Mr.  John^ 
fon,  and  fome  other  eminent  ingravers  gave  their 
opinions  upon  oath,   '  That   a  feal  may  as   eafily 

*  be  counterfeited  as  writing,  or  which  is  the  fame, 

*  that  a  feal  ingraved  from  the  impreflion  of  ano- 

*  ther  feal,  may  be  fo  perFed,  as  to  render  it  im- 

*  poffiblc  to  diftinguilh  the  impreflion  of  the   ori- 

*  ginal,  from  that  of  the  counterfeit:'  An  experi- 
ment of  which  was  made  by  a  Lord,  who  pro- 
duced impreflions  of  two  different  feals,  fo  exadly 
like  one  another,  that  one  of  the  ingravers  was 
deceived  by  them,  and  judged  them  to  be  of  one 
and  the  fame  feal.  This  affair  occafioned  great 
altercations  betwee\i  the  Counfel  on  both  fides, 
and  warm  debates  afterwards,  in  the  houfe,  till 
four  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  when  the  Lords 
having  adjourned  during  pleafure,  the  courtiers 
refrefhed  themfelves  in  the  Prince's  chamber,  and 
the  others  in  the  adjacent  coffee-houfes. 

The  houfe  being  refumed,  the  Bifhop  of  Ro- 
f^^<?r  examined  witnefles  to  falfify  the  depofition 
of  John  Lawjon^  bak^r  at  Bromley ,  who,  very^ 
critically,  Iwore  to  all  the  days  and  times  the  Bi- 
fhop went  to  and  from  London  and  Bromley  from 
the  I  ft  o^  Apriho  the  20ch  of  Aiiguft  1722.  And 
farther  depofed,  '  That  he  was  told  by  James  Day 

*  and  nomas  Farnden,  two  fervants  of  the  Bifhop, 
'  that  he   had  a  fit  of  the  gout,  which  Med  all 
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*  or  mod  part   of  the   time  between  his  going  to 

*  Bromley^  next  before  his   Lady's  death,  and  his 

*  coming  to  town  after  fhe  was  buried  ;  and  that 
'  the  faid  Thomas  Farnden  alfo  told  him,  that 
'  among  thofe  who  frequented  the  faid  Bifliop   at 

*  Bromley  lafl  fummer,  were  the  Lord  North  and 

*  Grey^  who  came  very  often,  the  Lord  Bathurft^ 
^  Sir  Conftantine  Phipps^  Mr.  Aldridge  a  CJergy- 
'  man,  and  Mr.  Wynne^  a  Counfellor  at  law.* 
Among  the  reft,  the  helper  to  William  Wood^  the 
Biftiop's  late  coachman,    depofed,    *   that  he  had 

*  been  kept  in  clofe  cuftody  for  above  two  months, 

*  he  knew  not  for  what.*.  Being  afked  if  ever 
he  faw  Mr.  Kelly  alias  Johnfon^  at  the  Bifhop's 
houfe  in  town,  or  at  Bromley^  he  anfwered  in  the 
negative:    Adding,   '  That  if  he  had  been  there, 

*  he  could  not  have  miffed  feeing,  or  hearing  of 

*  him,  becaufe  he  always  was  about  the  houfe  and 

*  ftables,  and  as   he  converfed   with   all    the  other 

*  fervants,  fo  he  knew  of  all  the  comers  and 
«  goers.  And  that  when  he  was  at  Bromley^  one 
«  Law/on^  a  baker,  came  to  him,  and  offered  him 
«  a  reward  of  two  hundred  pounds,  (one  half  in 
'  hand)  if  he  would  turn  evidence  againft  the  Bi- 
«  fhop,  and  fwear  that  Mr.  Kelly^  Lord  North 
«  and  Grey^  and  fome  other  Lords  and  Gentlemen 
«  whom  he  fhould  name  to  him,  often  came  to 
'  the  BiHiop's  houfe  at  Bromley:  Which  propofal 
'  he  rejeded,  with  fcorn.'  This  was  partly  con- 
firmed by  two  or  three  more  of  the  Bi (hop's  fer- 
vants, and  other  witneffes,  whofe  examinations 
having  lafted  till  nine  of  the  clock  in  the  evening 
the  Lords  adjourned  to  the;  next  day. 

On  Saturday^  the  i  ithof  A/jy,  the  Bifhop  be- 
ing again  brought  to  the  bar  of  their  Lordlhips 
houfe.  Sir  Conftantine  Phipps  made  a  fhort  recapi- 
tulation of  the  evidence  for  his  client,  which  was 
more  fully  enlarged  upon  by  Mr.  Wynne ^  who, 
at  the  fame  time,    made  fome  nice  obfervations  on 

the 
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the  evidence  given  for  the  bill :  Which  being  over 
exadly  at  two  of  the  clock  in  the  afternoon,  the 
Bifhop  then  fpoke  in  his  own  defence. 

The  Bifhop  having  done  fpeaking,  and  being, 
with  his  counfcl,  withdrawn,  the  Lord  Lechmere 
took  notice,  that  the  mod  material  part  of  the 
charge  againft  that  Prelate  was  his  di(5lating  the 
treafonable  letter  to  Mr.  Kelly  ;  and  fince  the  let- 
ter was  the  only  legal  witnefs  they  could  have  in 
this  doubtful  cafe,    he    therefore   moved,    '  That 

*  George   Kelly^  alias  Johnfon^  now   a   prifoner  in 

*  the  Tower  of  London^  be  brought   to  the  bar  of 

*  this  houfe  on  Monday  morning  next,  to  be  exa- 
'  mined  upon  oath,  on   the  bill  intitled.  An  a£i  to 

*  infill  fains  and  fenaltus  on    Francis  Lord  Bijhop 

*  of  Rochefter.'  He  was  feconded  by  the  Earl  of 
Carlijle ;  but  oppofed  by  the  court  Lords,  fo  that 
the  queftion  being  put  upon  his  motion,  it  was  re- 
folved  in  the  negative  by  80  voices  againft  40  ; 
Whereupon  feveral  Lords  entered  and  figned  the 
following  proteftation. 

Dijfentient. 

I.  Becaufe  we  think  it  unqueftionable,  that  the 
faid  Kelly  is  a  competent  legal  witnefs  to  the  mat- 
ters charged  by  the  bill  againft  the  Bifhop,  and 
could  not  be  legally  refufed  to  be  fworn  as  fuch, 
if  the  Bifhop  were  on  his  trial  for  the  fame  in  the 
ordinary  courfe  of  juftice  ;  and  that,  whether  the 
faid  Kelly  was  produced  for  or  againft  the  Biftiop. 
And  we  conceive,  that  if  the  Counfel  for  the  bill 
had  thought  fit  to  have  produced  him  in  fupporc 
of  the  bill,  that  even  no  legal  objcdion  could 
have  been  made  by  the  Biftiop's  Counfel  agair^ft 
his  being  fo  produced  and  fworn  ;  the  bill  palled 
this  houfe  againft  the  faid  Kelly  not  having  re- 
ceived the  royal  affent,  and  there  not  being  in  the 
Lid  bill,  in  our  opinions,  any  thing  that  can  de- 
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{Iroy  even  his  legal  teftimony,  when  the  fame  is 
palled  into  a  law. 

2.  Becaufe  the  three  letters  dated  April  20, 
1722,  fuppofed  to  contain  treafonable  correfpon- 
dencies  with  the  Pretender  and  fome  of  his  agents, 
have  been  made  the  principal  charge  againft  the 
Bifhop,  and  have  been  endeavoured  to  be  proved 
to  have  been  dictated  to  the  faid  Kelly  by  the  Bi- 
Ihop,  at  or  about  the  time  of  their  date  *,  but  this 
not  being  as  yet  done,  as  we  think,  by  dired  or 
pofitive  proof,  by  any  living  witnefs  of  the  fadl, 
but  by  circumltanqes  only,  we  think  it  mod  pro- 
per, and  moll  fafe  and  juft,  to  endeavour  to  dif- 
cover  the  truth  of  that  material  fad  by  the  bed 
evidence  the  nature  of  the  thing  can  admit  of; 
and  that  this  houfe  fliould  not  be  left  under  the 
difficulties  of  judging  on  this  extraordinary  occa- 
fion,  from  doubtful  circumftances,  if  the  fad  may 
be  cleared  by  certain  pofitive  proof,  and  the  exa- 
iDination  of  a  competent  and  a  living  witnefs  upon 
oath,  at  the  bar  of  this  houfe. 

3.  Becaufe  feveral  living  witneffes  have  been 
examined  on  oath,  at  the  bar  of  this  houfe,  on  be- 
half of  the  Bilhop,  in  order  to  prove  by  their  po- 
fitive teftimony,  and  other  circumftances,  that 
the  Bifhop  did  not  didate,  or  dired,  or  was  any 
way  privy  to  the  writing  the  faid  letters,  or  any 
of  them,  which  has,  in  our  judgments,  rendered 
it  yet  of  greater  importance,  that  the  fuppofed 
writer  of  thofe  letters  (hould  be  brought  under 
the  moft  ftrid  and  folemn  examination,  before 
the  bill  has  pafTed  this  houfe* 

4.  Becaufe  the  faid  Kelly ^  though  examined  be- 
fore Committees  of  both  houfes  ot  Parliament, 
and  elfewhere,  hath  not,  to  our  knowledge,  been 
yet  exuiiiined  on  oath  to  the  matters  contained  in 
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this  bill,  and  it  having  appeared  to  us,  in  other 
inftances  on  this  occafion,  particularly  of  Mrs. 
Barnes^  examined  for  the  bill,  and  of  Bingley  a- 
gainft  it,  who  have  materially  varied  their  exa- 
minations at  the  bar  of  this  houfe,  from  their  for- 
mer examinations,  at  the  fame  time  declaring  that 
their  former  examinations  were  not  taken  and 
fworn  to  by  them  ;  we  think  it  may  be  both  dan- 
gerous and  derogatory  to  the  honour  and  juftice 
of  the  houfe,  not  to  examine  on  oath  a  perfon  ca- 
pable of  difcovering  the  matters  of  fad,  on  which 
the  juftice  of  the  bill  againft  the  Bifhop  muft  de- 
pend, and  efpecially  after  the  faid  Kelly  hath  de- 
clared in  the  moll  folemn  manner,  next  to  that  of 
his  being  upon  oath,  that  the  Bilhop  did  not  dic- 
tate, or  was  privy  to  the  writing  of  the  faid  let- 
ters, or  any  of  them  •,  and  the  Bifhop  himfelf,  in 
his  defence,  having  alfo,  in  the  moft  folemn  man- 
ner of  alleveration,  declared  his  innocence  in  this 
particular,  and  exprcfly  referring  to  the  former 
afieverations  of  the  fiid  Kelly^  as  we  conceive,  as 
a  teilimony  in  confirmation  of  his  own  affeve- 
rations. 

5,  Becaufe  we  conceive,  that  the  faid  Kelly ^  was 
not  only  a  legal  witnefs  for  or  againft  the  Bifhop, 
in  the  ftridleft  conftrudion  of  courts  of  judicature, 
but  the  examination  of  him  upon  oath  in  this  bill, 
is,  in  every  refpe6t  whatfoever,  in  our  judgments, 
lefs  liable  to  objeftion  than  many,  and  moft  other 
evidences  which  on  this  occafion  have  been  allow- 
ed ;  becaufe  the  bill  pafTed  by  this  houfe  againft 
the  faid  Kelly ^  if  it  obtains  the  royal  aflent,  as  is 
moft  probable,  doth,  in  judgment  of  law,  as  h^th 
been  declared  by  the  Judges,  acquit  him  of  any 
future  profecution  for  the  faid  treafons  therein 
charged  upon  him  :  And  there  is  no  judgment  or 
puniiliment  inflitled  upon  him  in  the  fiid  bill, 
which  can,  when  pafTed,  deftroy  his  capacity  of 
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giving  evidence  on  any  occafion  ;  and  the  fame  hav- 
ing paffed  this  houfe,  and  not  pafled  the  royal  afTent, 
'Ipaves  the  hid  Kelly,  if\  our  opinions,  under  lefs  in- 
TBuence  either  of  hopes  or  fears,    than  fuch  witnefles 
'which  have  been  examined  on  this  occafion,    under 
"  com.mitments  and  charge  of  high  treafon,    and,  as 
'?^ye  conceive,    lefs  liable   to  that  objedion  than  the 
"declaration  of  Philip  Neynoe^    which  has  been  read 
againfl  the  Bifhop,  tho'  never  figned  or  fworn  to  by 
him,  and  the  faid  Ncynce  fome  months  fince  drowned 
in  endeavouring  his  efcape,    and  which  declaration 
appears  to  us  to  have  been  made  by  hirn  under  the 
ilrongeil  influences  of  guilt  and  terror. 

6.  We  think  the  crimes  charged  in  the  bill  againfl 
the  faid  K'lly,  are,  in  their  nature,  diftind  and  inde- 
pendent on  thofe  charged  on  the  Bifhop,  Kelly's, 
guilt  in  v/riting  the  fiiid  treafonable  letters  proved 
upon  him,  being  the  fame,  akho'  the  Bifhop  be  al- 
together innocent  in  relation  thereto,  for  which,  as 
we  conceive,  this  houfe  did  refufe  to  permit  Kelly, 
on  his  bill,  to  give  evidence  that  the  Bifhop  did  not 
didate  the  faid  letters,  and  for  which  reafon  we  are 
of  opinion,  that  the  evidence  which  Kelly  might 
have  given  touching  the  Bifliop's  dictating  the  faid 
letters,  or  not,  would  have  produced  no  confequence 
at  all  with  regard  to  the  bill  pafTcd  againfl  himfeU, 
altho*'  it  mufl  necefTarily  have  contributed  to  the 
proof  of  the  guilt  or  innocence  of  the  Bifhop. 

7.  This  houfe  having  with  great  honour  and  ju- 
flice  declared  to  feveral  perfons  produced  as  witnefles 
on  this  occafion,  that  it  was  not  required  from  them 
to  depofe  to  any  thing  which  did  or  might  tend  to 
their  own  accufation  ;  the  teftimony  of  the  faid  Kelly, 
ii  he  had  been  examined  upon  oath,  we  doubt  not, 
Wo>ilJ  have  been  taken  under  the  fame  jufl  indul- 
^"'^nce  j  and  if  he  had  fubmiited  to  have  been  exa- 
*-^^'>ined  on  Guth  to  the  matters  of  this  bill,  fuch  examiv 
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nation  being,  in  that  refpedt,  voluntarily,  could  not 
in  our  opinions,  have  been  conftrued  as  forced  from 
him  by  the  authority  of  this  houfe;  and  fuch  a  tefti- 
mony  as  he  might  have  given  would  have  remained 
under  confideration  and  judgment  of  this  houfe,  as 
to  its  credit  and  influence,  on  all  circumftances,  in 
the  fame  manner  as  the  other  evidence  for  and  againft 
the  bill  Hill  does. 
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Cowper, 

Bathurft, 

Berkley  de  Sir. 

Strafford^ 

Salisbury^ 

Fr.  Ceftrien, 

Scar/dale, 

Northamptcn^ 

miloughhydeBr. 

Dartmouth^ 

Bingley^ 

Mafloam^ 

Lechmere^ 

Foley, 

Poulet, 

Pomfret^ 

Anglefey, 

Compton^ 

JJhburnbam^ 

Bruce^ 

Middleton^ 

Cardigan^ 

Gower, 

Hereford^ 

Litchjield, 

Uxbridge^ 

Hay, 

Guilford^ 

Exeler^ 

'Denbigh^ 

Jyksford^ 

Brook, 

Wharton, 

Wefton^ 

Craven^ 

On  Monday  the  1 3th  of  May,  the  Bilhop  of  Ro- 
chefter  being,  for  the  laft  time,  brought  to  the  bar 
of  the  Lords  houfe,  Mr.  Reeves,  one  of  the  counfel 
for  the  bill,  made  a  reply  to  the  Bifhop's  defence ; 
and  in  particular,  juftified  what  he  had  faid  before 
about  the  letter  the  Bifhop  wrote  in  the  Tower,  and 
which  was  found  about  one  of  his  fervants.  And 
as  the  Bifhop  had  clofed  his  fpeech  with  a  pafTage 
out  of  the  Holy  Scripture,  fo  Mr.  Reeves  concluded 
with  thefe  words  out  of  Ecclejiafies,  (Chap.  x.  v.  20.) 
Curfe  not  the  King,  no  not  in  thy  thought,  and  cur fe 
not  the  Rich  in  thy  bed-chamber  :  Pbr  a  bird  of  the 
air  Jhall  carry  the  voice,  and  that  which  has  wings 
Jhall  ttll  the  matter. 

After  this  the  counfel  for  the  bill  produced  and 
examined  feverai  witnefles  to  contradid  what  had 
.  been  depofed  relating  to  Neyoe, 

But 
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'  But  what  was  mod  remarkable  in  this  day's  pro- 
ceeding, was  this :  The  Biftiop  of  Rochejier^  and  his 
counfeJ,  having  much  infiftcd  and  endeavoured  to 
prove  that  he  did  not  didlate  the  treafonable  letters  in 
quellion,  becaufe  at  the  time  they  were  fuppofed  to 
be  written,  and  before  and  after,  be  was  difabled  in 
bis  chamber^  the  Lord  Bifhop  of  St.  Afaph^  thought 
it  his  duty  to  acquaint  the  houfe,  that  at  that  very 
juncture  of  time,  he  had  received  a  letter  from 
the  Bifhop  of  Rochefter^  and  of  his  own  hand 
writing.  This  voluntary  evidence,  from  a  perfon 
of  fo  venerable  a  charader,  made  a  vifible,  but  dif- 
ferent impreflion  on  the  whole  aflembly ;  and  did 
no  lefs  fpirit  and  glad  the  Bifhop  of  Rocbefter^s  ene- 
mies, than  abafh  and  grieve  his  friends :  But  the 
Bifhop  himfelf  rather  fired  with  indignation,  than 
daunted  by  fo  unexpe6ted  a  charge,  ablblutely  de- 
nied the  fad,  boldly  challenged  his  accufer  to  prove 
it,  and  offered  to  put  the  whole  trial  upon  that  finglc 
point. 

The  Bifhop  of  St.  Afaph  flill  afBrmed  that  he  re- 
ceived a  letter,  which  he  took  to  be  written  by  the 
Bifhop  of  Rocbejier  himfelf,  from  the  hands  of  one 
of  his  fervants,  then  at  the  bar  ;  but  being  fome- 
what  perplexed  as  to  the  hour,  and  the  day  ;  and, 
at  the  fame  time,  contradicted  by  Grant ^  the  Bifhop 
of  Rocbefter's  fervant,  the  prifoner,  in  an  exulting 
manner,  prtfTec'  his  accufer  to  produce  the  letter  in 
queflion :  Which  the  other  not  being  able  to  do,  the 
Bifhop  of  Rcchejhr  fevcrely  animadverted  upon  him, 
for  being  fo  forward  to  give  fuch  rafh  evidence,  and 
endeavouring  to  fix  perjury  upon  a  man  of  his  holy 
fundlion.  This  affair  being  over,  the  Lords  in  a 
grand  Com  mi  tt^,  went  through  the  hill  for  ivfli^llng 
pains  and  penalties  on  Francis  Lord  Bifhop  of  Rocbe- 
jier^ and  about  ten  o'clock  in  the  evening,  adjourn- 
ed to  ^F^^Z/^^y^/.-zy,  the  1 5th  of  May. 

Their  Lordfhips  being  then  fl\r,  the  faid  bill  w.  s 
read  the  third  time,  and  a  mccion  being  made,  that- 

the 
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the  bill  fhould  pafs  ?  It  ocafioned  a  very  warffi  and 
long  debate.  The  Speakers,  for  and  againft  the  bill> 
were  as  follows,  the  numerical  figures  fhewing  the 
order  in  which  they  fpoke : 


For  the  Bill. 
2  LordBp.of5^//V^«ry^ 
4  Lord  Bp.  of  Londotii 
9  Earl  of  Finlater  and 
Seafield^ 
I  o  Duke  of  jirgyle^ 
12  Lord  Lechmere^ 

1 4  Earl  of  FeterhoroWy  ■ 

1 5  Earl  of  Cho. 


Againft  the  Bill, 

I  Earl  Poulet., 

3  Lord  Bp  of  Chefter^ 

5  IDuk^o^  Wharton^ 

6  Lord  Bathurft^ 

7  Earl  of  Strafford^ 

8  Lord  'Trevor y 
II  Lord  Gower^ 
1 3  Earl  Cowper, 

The  Earl  P^a/^^,  who  opened  the  debate,  fpoke  ^^l^f^^^"" 
to  the  nature  of  this  bill,  fhewed  the  danger  of  fuch  Lordsonthe 
an  extraordinary   proceeding,    and  urged,    '  That  I^^S^^Jj^ 

*  the  fwerving  from  the  rules  of  evidence,  and  con-  bui. 

*  fequently  from  jullice,   muft  inevitably  be  attend- 

*  ed  with  the  moil  fatal  confequences  to  our  excel-' 

*  lent  conftitution.'  T  he  Lord  Bifhop  of  Wij^wryy 
in  anfwer  to  that,  alledged,  '  That  as  extraordinary 
'  difeafes  require  extraordinary  remedies,  fo  in  cafes 

*  of  extreme  danger  and  neceflity,  when  the  very 
'  being  of  the  (late  lies  at  flake,  if  the  common 
'  law  cannot  reach  great  offenders,  the  legiflature 
'  ought  to  exert  itfelf.'  He  was  replied  to  by  the 
Lord  Bifhop  of  Chefter^   who  owned  '  that  extraor- 

*  dinary  proceedings  may,  indeed,  be  recurred  to," 
'  upon  extraordinary  occafions,  and  when  they  are 
«  evidently  neceffary  for  the  prefervation  of  the 
'  ftatc  ;  but  that  was  very  far  from  the  prefent  cafe  ; 

*  fmce  the  confpiracy,  jn  which  the  Bifhop  of  Ro^ 

*  chefter  was  charged  to  have  had  a  fhare,  had  beerf 
^  difcovered    and   difappointed  long  before.'     Hd- 
was  anfwered   by  the  Lord  Biiho^  o^  London^  ^td 
whom  the  Duke  o^  Wharton  replied  in  a  longfpeech, 
wherein  his  Grace  fummed  up  the  whole  evidencd" 

that' 
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that  had  been  produced  againft  the  Bifhop  of  Roche- 
fier^  and  endeavoured  to  fhew  the  infufficiency  of  it, 
to  prove  the  charge:    Concluding,    '  that  let  the 

*  confequences  be  what  they  would,    he  would  not 

*  have  fuch  a  hellilh  flain  fully  the  luflre  and  glo- 

*  ry  of  that  illuftrious  houfe,  as  to  condemn  a  man 

*  without  the  leaft  legal  evidence;*  and  fo  he 
was    for    rejefting    the    bill.      His    Grace     was 

i^rd  Ba      ^''^"g^y  Supported  by  the  Lord  Bathurft^  who,  in 

tburji\  '     the  iirft  place,  took  notice  of  the  '  ungracious  dif- 

fpeech,       *  tindions  that  were  fixed  on  the  members  of  that 

'  noble  and  illuftrious  aflembly,  who  differed  in  opi- 

*  nion  from  thofe  who  happened  to  have  the  majori- 

*  ty  •,    that  for  his  part  as  he  had  nothing  in  view 

*  but  truth  and  juftice,  the  good  of  his  country,  the 

*  honour  of  that  houfe,    and  the  difcharge  of  his 

*  own  confcience,  he  would  freely  fpeak  his 
*'  thoughts,    notwithftanding   all    difcouragements ; 

*  that  he  v/ouid  not  complain  of  the  finifter  arts 
**  that  had  been  ufed  of  late  to  render  fome  perfons 

*  obnoxious,    and  under  pretence  of  their  being  fo, 

*  to  open  their  letters  about  their  minuteft  domeftic 

*  affairs  ;  for  thefe  fmall  grievances  he  could  eafily 

*  bear  \  but  when  he  faw  things  go  fo  far,  as  to  con- 

*  demn  a  perfon  of  the  higheft  dignity  in  the  church, 

*  in  fuch  an  unprecedented  manner,  and  without  any 

*  legal  evidence,  he  thought  it  his  duty  to  oppofe  a 

*  proceeding  fo  unjaft  and  unwarrantable  in  itfelf, 

*  ancj  fo  dangerous  and  difmal  in  its  confequences.' 
To  this  purpofe,  h-  begged  leave  to  tell  their  L.ord- 
flilps  a  f^ory  he  had  from  feveral  officers  of  undoubt- 
ed credit,    that  ferved  in  Flanders  in  the  late  war, 

*  A  French  man,  it  feems,  had  invented  a  machine, 
*;which  would  no:  only  kill  more  men  at  once,  than 

*  ;any  yet  in  ufe,    but  alfo  difable  for  ever  any  man 

*  that  fhould  be  wounded  by  it.     Big  with  hopes  of 

*  a  greatjeward,  he  applied  to  one  of  the  Minifters, 
*;who  laid  his-projedt  before  the  late  French  King  ; 
^^utthat  Monarch,  confidering  that  fo  deftrudlive 

'  fin 
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an  engine  might  foon  be  turned  againft  his  own 
men,  did  not  think  proper  to  encourage  it,  where- 
upon the  inventer  came  over  into  England^  and 
offered  his  fervice  to  fome  of  our  Generals,  who 
likewife  rejeded  the  propofal,  with  indignation. 
The  ufe  and  application  of  this  llory,  added  his 
Lordfhip,  is  very  obvious :  For  if  this  way  of 
proceeding  be  admitted,  it  will  certainly  prove  a, 
very  dangerous  engine  ;  no  man's  life,  liberty,  or 
property  will  be  fafe  ;  and  if  thofe  who  were  in  the 
adminiftration  fome  years  ago,  and  who  had  as 
great  a  fhare  in  the  affedlions  of  the  people  as  any 
that  came  after  them,  had  made  ufe  of  fuch  a  po- 
litical machine,  fome  of  thofe  noble  perfons  who 
now  appear  fo  zealous  promoters  of  this  bill, 
would  not  be  in  a  capacity  to  ferve  his  Majefty  at 
this  time.'  His  Lordfhip  added,  '  That  if  fuch. 
extraordinary  proceedings  went  on,  he  faw  nothing 
remaining  for  him,  and  others,  to  do,  but  to  re- 
tire to  their  country-houfes,  and  there  if  pofFible, 
quietly  enjoy  their  eflates,  within  their  own  fami- 
lies, fmce  the  leafb  correfpondence,  the  leaft  inter-, 
cepted  letter,  might  be  made  criminal.  To  this 
purpofe  his  Lordfhip  quoted  a  paflage  out  of  Car- 
dinal de  Retz^s  memoirs,  relating  to  that  wicked 
politician.  Cardinal  Mazari?i^  who  boafted,  that 
if  he  had  but  two  lines  of  any  man's  writing,  with 
a  few  circumftances  atrefted  by  witnefTcs,  he  could 
cut  off  his  head  when  he  pleafed.'  His  Lordfliip 
alfo  fhrcwdly  animadverted  on  the  majority  of  the. 
venerable  bench,  towards  which,  turning  himfelf, 
he  faid,  '  He  could  hardly  account  for  the  inveterate^ 
'  hatred  and  malice  fome  perfons  bore  the  learned 
'  and  ingenious  Bifhop  of  Rochefter^  unlefs  it  was 
«  that  they  were  intoxicated  with  the  infatuation  of 

*  fome  of  the  wild  Indians y  who  fondly  believe  rhey 
'  inherit  not  only  th^  fpoils\  but  even  the  abilities  oi 

*  any  great  enemy  they  kill.*    TheJEari  of  Straf- 

:K '■:--'  '^    ford 
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ford  fpoke  on  the  fame  {\^^^  as  did  alfo  the  Lord 
Trevor^  who  among  other  arguments,  againft  the 
bill  in  queftion,  urged,  *  That  if  men  were  in  this 
^°'^'^%eech.  '  unpredecented  manner,  proceeded  againft  without 
'  legal  proof,  in  a  fhort  time  men  would  be  tried, 
•'  as  they  were  liked  by  Minifters  :  That  for  his  own 
'  part,  he  believed  he  flood  but  indifferently  in  the 
«  opinion  and  liking  of  fome  perfons,  and  therefore 

*  he  had  reafon  to  think  himfelf  the  more  in  danger 

*  becaufe  at  prefent,    they  wanted  the  protection  of 

*  the  law.'  (Meaning  the  fufpenfion  of  the  Habeas 
Corpus  a6t)  and  as,  '  in  a  Ihort  time,  they  were  like 

*  to  be  fo  unhappy  as  to  be  deprived  of  his  Maje- 

*  fly*s  perfonal  protedion,  and  were  flill  liable  to 
'  be  confined  upon  fufpicion^  which  he  took  to  be 

*  no  more  than  will  and  pleafure^  they  were  confc- 
'  quently  at  the  will  and  pie  a  fur  e  of  the  Miniflers. 

*  That,    however,    no   apprehenfion   of  what   he 

*  might  fuffer  fhould  deter  him  from  doing  what  he 
'  thought  his  duty,  that,  confonant  to  that  principle, 

*  he  had  all  along,  and  ft  ill  oppofed  thefe  extraor- 
'  dinary  proceedings,  which  tended  to  lodge  an  ex- 
'  orbitant  power  in  their  fellow  fubjedts.  That  if  he 
*-  were  to  lofe  his  liberty,    he  had  rather  give  it  up 

*  to  one  fmgle  tyrant,  than  to  many  :  For  a  tyrant 
'  if  a  man  of  common  underftanding,  would,  for 
'  his.  own  fake,  be  tender  of  the  lives  of  his  fubjedls ; 
'whereas  many  tyrants  would  endeavour  to  deftroy 
Vone  another,  to  get  one  another's  preferments.' 
The  Lord  Trevor^  having  done  fpeaking,  the  Earl 
of  Finlater  and  Sectfield  fpoke  on  the  court  fide,  and 
cndeavour'd  to  fhew,   '  that  the  evidence  that  had 

*  been-  produced  before  them,    being  fufficient   to 

*  convince  any  reafonable  man,  that  there  had  been 
*..  a  deteftable  confpiracy,  and  that  the  Bifhop  of  Ro- 
^i<^hefter  had  a  great  ihare  in  it,  was  likewife  fufE- 
f  cient  to  juftify  this  extraordinary  proceeding  againft 
^.  him,  efpecially  fmce  they  inflided  on  him  fo  light 
♦>a  punifriment,   cpnfidering  the  heinoufnefs  of  his 

*•  crime.* 
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'  crime.'  The  Duke  of  Argyle  purfued  the  fame 
argument  *,  run  through  and  confuted  the  moft  ef- 
fential  parts  of  the  Bifhop's  defence  ;  and,  with  ve- 
hemence, aggravated  his  offence,  by  which  he  had 
debafed  his  holy  fundion  and  charadler,  and  adled 
contrary  to  the  folemn  and  repeated  oaths  he  had 
taken.  The  Lord  Gower  fpoke  afterwards  again  ft 
the  bill ;  but,  what  furprized  mofl  people,  the  Lord 
Lechmcre^  who,  on  feveral  occafions,  had  exprelTed 
his  diflike  to  thefe  extraordinary  proceedings,  de- 
clared it  as  his  opinion,    '  That  there  was  fuHicient 

*  evidence  to  fupport  the  charge.'  He  was  an- 
fwered  by  the  Earl  Cowper^  in  a  long  fpeech,  im- 
porting in  fubflance,  '  That  the  flrongell  argument 

*  which  had  been  urged  for  this  bill,  was  necclTity  ; 

*  but  that  for  his  part,  he  faw  no  neceffity  that  could 

*  juflify  fo  unprecedented  and  fo  dangerous  a  pro- 

<  ceeding.     That,  as  had  already  been  fuggefted, 

*  the  confpiracy  had  above  a  twelve-month  before 

*  been  happily  difcovercd,  and  the  efl"e(5ls  of  it  con- 

*  fequently  prevented.      That  btfides  the  intrinfic 

*  weight  and  flrength  of  the  government,  by  the 

*  numerous  offices  and  employments,  civil  and  mi- 

*  litary,  and  the  wealth  and  interefl  of  the  well  af- 

<  feded  to  his  Majefty's  perfon,  and  the  prefent  hap- 

*  py  eflablifhment,  the  hands  of  thofe  at  the  helm 
'  had  flill  been  fortified  by  the  fufpenfion  of  the  Ha- 

*  beas  Corpus  act,  and  the  additional  troops  ;  fo  that, 
«  in  his  opinion,    there  could  be  no  danger  to  the 

*  government,  if  Plunket  and  Kelly  were  not  prifo- 

*  ners  for  life,  nor  the  Bifhop  of  Rochefter  fent  inta 

*  banifhment  -,    that,  on  the  contrary,  if  that  Pre- 

*  late*s  talent  and  genius  lay  in  contriving  and  car- 
^  rying  on  flate- intrigues,  he  thought  him  lefs  dan- 
^  gerous  at  home  than  abroad.     That  the  other  rca- 

*  fons  alledged  to  fupport  this  extraordinay  pro- 
'  ceeding  had  no  more  weight  in  them,  that  the 
^  firfl :    That  the  known  rules  of  evidence,  as  laid' 

*  down  at  firftj    and   eflablifhed   by  the  law   of 

'  the 
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the  Jand,  were  the  birth-right  of  every  fubjea  of 
this  nation  ;  and  ought  to  be  conftantjy  obferv^d' 
not  only  in  the  inferior  courts  of  judicature,  but 
alfo  in  both  houfes  of  Parliament,  till  altered  by 
the  kgiflature  -,  that  much  had  been  faid  of  the 
power  of  Parliaments,  which  he  owned  was  very 
great :  But  that,  in  his  opinion,  their  abfolnre  pow- 
er confifted  only  in  making  and  repealing  laws  ; 
and  till  fuch  time  as  a  law  was  repealed,  every 
fubjed  had  a  right  to  it. 

^  That  the  admitting  the  precarious  and  uncertain 
evidence*,  of  the  Clerks  of  the  Poft-ofHce,  waS  a 
very  dangerous  precedent.     That  in  former  times 
it  was  thought  very  grievous,  that  in  capital  cafes, 
a  man  Ihould  be  affeded  by  fimilitude  of  hands  ; 
but  here  the  cafe  was  much  worfe  :  Since  it  was  a!-.. 
lowed  that  the  Clerks  of  the  Poft-ofHce  could  ca|i*^ , 
ry  the  fimilitude  of  hands  four  months  in  th^^^ 
minds  ;  that  thefe  men  might  be  honeft,  and  fwear 
to  the  beft  of  their  knowledge,  but  he  was  fure, 
they  were,  at  leaft,  very  willing  and  forward  tvi^-j" 
dence :    For  as  he  afked  one  of  them,    how  he 
knew  fuch  a  paper  to  be  Mr.  Kelly's  hand  ?    He 
readily  anfwered,  he  hadfeen  the  fatne  four  months 
before^  and  he  was  fure  it  could  he  no  other  :  Where^'  •^' 
as  any  man,  who  has  never  fo  little  been  conver-i--»'| 
lant  in  the  world,  knows  that  hands  may  be  fo  welh-^ 
counterfeited,    as  not  to  be  diftinguifhed.      AfDei?.?r: 
this  his  Tordfhip  commended  the  Bifhop  of  Ro-^  '^^ 
cbefier's  noble  and  brave  carriage  in  not  anfwering 
before  the  houfe  of  Commons,  whofe  proceedings 
in  this  unprecedented  manner,    ag^iinft:  a  Lord  of 
Parliament,  was  fuch  an  incroachment  on  the  pre- 
rogative of  the  Peerage,  that  if  fubmitted  to,  b/i 
pairing  this  bill,  they  might  well  be  faid  to  be  thi- 
lafi  of  Lords.     Ultimus  Romanorum,    my  Lords, 
(faid  his  Lordlhip  in  the  conclufion)  was  a  charac- 
ter of  honour  and  praife  j    but  to  be  the  laft  of 
.         -         -  - *  Britifbi^ 
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*  Britijh  ?ttvs^  by  giving  up  our  ancient  privileges, 

*  will  never  I  doubt,  admit  of  fuch  conflru6lion,  and 

*  therefore  I  am  for  rejeding  this  bill ! '  Little  was 
faid  of  any  great  weight  after  his  fpeech  *,  and  a- 
bout  half  an  hour  paft  nine,  the  queftion  being 
put,  it  was  refolved  in  the  affirmative  by  a  majority 
of  83  voices  againft  43  ;  upon  which  feveral  Lor^s 
entered  and  figned  the  following  protellation,  vizv^  - 


B 


Bijfentient. 
Ecaule  the  objedion  which  we  thought  lay  a-  Proteft  a- 


gainfl  the  bills  of  Plunket^nd  Kelly,  that  the  if^^p'^? 
Commons  were  thereby  let  into  an  equal  Ihare  of  Rochejier\ 
judicature  with  the  Lords,  does  hold  ftronger,  as  we  ^"^^^ 
apprehend,  againft  the  prefent  bill,  fmce,  by  means 
of  it,  a  Lord  of  Parliament  is  in  part  tried  and  ad- 
judged to  punifhment  in  the  houfe  of  Commons,  and 
reduced  to  a  necellity,  either  of  letting  his  accufation 
pafs  undefended  in  that  houfe,  or  of  appearing  there, 
and,  as  we  take  it,  derogating  from  his  own  honour, 
and  that  of  the  Lords  in  general,  by  anfwering  and 
making  his  defence  in  the  lower  houfe,of  Parliament. 
,iM  3d  07  Txjrc  i  i>Dr/!  wijfnx 

2.  Becaufe  we  are  of  opinion,  that  the  Commons 
would  be  very  far  from  yielding  to  the  Lords  any 
part  of  thofe  powers  and  privileges,  which  are  pro- 
perly theirs  by  the  conftitution,  in  any  form,  or  un- 
der any  pretext  whatfoever.  And  it  feems  to  us  full 
as  reafonable,  that  r^t  Lords  Ibould  be  as  tenacious 
of  the  rights  and  privileges  which  remain  to  them, 
as  the  Commons  are  on  their  part.  , 

3.  We  think  this  bill  againft  a  Lordof  Parliamenfj  - 
taking  its  rife  in  the  houfe  of  Commons,  ought  the 
rather  not  to  have  received  any  countenance  in  this 
houfe,  for  that,  as  it  appeared  to  us  by  the  printed 
votes  of  the  houfe  of  Commons,  that  houfe  had  voted 
the  Bifhop  guilty  of  all  the  matters  alledged  a- 
gainft  him  in  the  bill,  before  the  bill  was  brought  in- 

VoL.VIII.  Bb  to 
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to  that  houfe,  and  confequently  before  the  Bifnop 
had  any  opportunity  of  being  heard  :  And  altho* 
there  be  nothing  abfurd  in  fuch  a  vote,  in  order  to 
their  accufmg  by  an  impeachment  •,  yet  it  feems  to 
us  abfolutely  contrary  to  juliice,  which  ought  to  be 
unprejudiced,  to  vote  any  one  guilty  againft  whom 
they  defign  to  proceed  in  their  legiflative  capacity, 
or  in  nature  of  Judges,  before  the  party  has  an  op« 
portunity  to  be  heard,  or  the  bill,  which  is  to  afcer- 
tain  the  accufation,  is  fo  much  as  brought  in. 

4.  We  are  of  opinion,  that  no  law  ought  to  be 
pafled  on  purpofe  to  enad,  that  any  one  be  guilty 
in  law,  and  puniihed  as  fuch,  but  where  fuch  an 
extraordinary  proceeding  is  evidently  necefTary  for 
the  prefervation  of  the  ftate  :  Whereas  the  crime  of- 
fered to  be  proved  againft  the  Bilhop  of  Rochefter 
is,  as  we  conceive,  his  partaking  in  a  traicerous  con-. 
fpiracy,  againft  the  government,  which  confpi- 
racy,  by  God's  blefTiig,  is  deteded,  and,  as  we 
hope,  difappointed,  without  the  aid  of  fuch  a  dan- 
gerous proceeding,  as  we  conceive  this  to  be. 

5.  Becauie  there  are  certain  known  and  eftablilhed 
rules  of  evidence,  which  are  part  of  the  law  of  the 
land,  either  introduced  by  ads  of  Parliament,  or 
framed  by  reafon  and  the  experience  of  ages,  ad- 
jufted  as  well  for  the  defence  of  the  life,  liberty,  and 

'  property  of  the  innocent  fubjed,  as  the  punifhment 
of  the  guilty  •,  and  therefore  thefe  rules  are,  or  ought 
to  be,  conftandy  adhered  to,  in  all  courts  of  juftice  ; 
and,  as  we  conceive,  Ihould  be  alfo  obferved,  till 
altered  by  law  in  both  houfes  of  Parliament,  when- 
ever they  try,  judge,  and  punifh  the  fubjed,  tho'  in 
their  legiflative  capacity.  But  fince,  in  many  in- 
ftances,  in  this  and  the  two  other  proceedings  by 
bill,  we  have  been  taught,  by  the  opinion  of  the 
houfe,  that  thefe  rules  of  evidence  need  not  he  ob- 
ferved by  the  houfes  ading  in  their  legiflative  ^capa- 
city. 
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ciry,  we  clearly  take  it  to  be  very  ftrong  objedlion 
to  this'  manner  of  proceeding,  that  rules  of  law, 
made  for  the  fecurity  of  the  fubjed,  are  of  no  ufe 
to  him  in  it ;  and  that  the  conclufion  from  hence  is 
very  Itrong,  that  therefore  it  ought  not  to  be  taken 
up,  but  where  clearly  necefTary,  as  before  affirmed  : 
And  we  do  defire  to  explain  out  felves  fo  far  upon 
the  cafes  of  neceffity  excepted,  as  to  fay,  we  do  not 
intend  to  include  a  neceflity  arifing  purely  from  an 
impoiTibility  of  conviding  arty  other  way. 

6.  If  ic  t)e  admitted,  that  traiterous  correfpon- 
dencies  in  cypher  and  cant- words  may,  to  a  degree, 
bedifcouraged  by  this  fort  of  proceeding,  in  which 
perfons,  as  we  think,  aire  convided  on  a  more  un- 
certain evidence  tha^q  the  known  rules  of  law  admit 
of,  yet  we  are  of  opinion,  that  convenience  v/ill  be 
much  more  than  out-weighed  by  the  jealoufy  it 
mud  of  neceflity,  as  we  conceive,  create  in  the 
minds  of  many  of  his  Majefty's  moil  faithful  fub- 
je(5ls,  that  their  lives,  liberties,  and  properties  are 
not  fo  fafe,  after  fuch  repeated  examples,  as  they  were 
before  -,  and  by  the  natural  confequence  of  this  ap- 
prehenfion,  an  abatement  of  their  zeal  for  the  go- 
vernment may  enfue,  excepting  fuch  perfons  as  have 
had  more  than  ordinary  opportunities  of  being  well 
inftruddd  in  principles  of  the  utmoft  duty  and  loyalty. 

7.  We  cannot  be  for  the  pafiTing  this  bill,  becaufe 
the  evidence  produced  to  make  good  the  recital  of  it, 
or  that  the  Lord  Bifhop  o^  Rochejler  is  guilty  of  the 
matter  he  therein  Hands  accufed  of,  is,  in  our  opini- 
ons, greatly  defe(5live  and  infufficient,  both  in  law 
and  reafon,  to  prove  that  charge  ;  the  evidence  con- 
fifting  altogether,  to  the  befl  of  our  obfervation,  in 
conjectures  arifing  from  circumftances  in  the  inter- 
cepted letters,  or  in  a  comparifon  of  hand-writings 
refting  on    memory  only :    And  there  being,  as  we 

-i,L[p  3Viji^ii)^t)i  B  b  a>-  '--'  think^ 

,vi^i 
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"think,  noproof  of  the  Bifliop's  knowing  of,  or  be- 
ing privy  to,  any  of  the  faid  correfpondence  j .  and 
as  to  the  principal  part  of  the  charge  againft  the  Bi- 
fhop,  and  on  which,  as-  we  think,  all  the  reft  does 
depend,  viz.  the  dilating  of  the  letters  of  the  20th 
of  Jpriliy 22^  which  the  houfe  of  Lords  feem  to 
have  determined  that  Kdly  wrote,  we  are  of  opinion 
that  the  Bilhop  has,  in  his  defence,  very  clearly  and 
fully  proved,  that  he  did  not,  nor  poflibly  could, 
dictate  thofe  letters,  or  the  fubftance  of  any  part 
thereof  to  Kelly^  either  on  the  days  of  the  date,  or 
at  any  time  during  feveraldays  before,  or  next  after 
the  day  of  their  date,  nor  was  in  any  capacity  to 
write  them  himfelf,  tho*  the  letters  muft  have  been 
wrote  within  that  compafs  of  time.  And  we  are, 
upon  the  whole,  of  opinion.  That  the  proof  and 
probability  of  *he  Lord  Bifhop  of  Rochefter^i  inno- 
cence^ in  the  matters  he  ftood  charged  with,  were 
much  ftf onger  than  thofe  of  his  guilt, 

Strafford^  Anglefey^  Mafham, 

Scar/dale^  Aylesfordj  Guilford^ 

Denbigh^  Ajhhurnham^       Berkeley  de  Sir. 

Northampton^       ^^hxy  nn^-         Pomfret, 
Bruce^  Toiey^     '  C         Middleton^ 

Salisbury  y  Bathurft^  WilloughbybeBr. 

Poulet^  ;  io  -i^mx  9^^orn^  CowpeKy 

Montjoy^    :.  : "  '  '  Trevor ^  Brooke 

Fr.  Ceftrien.  Gower,  Herefordy 

-Dart-mouth,  ..^^.^P^^^^k^^^^^.i^  Bingley^ 
Cardigan^,  ^,  "  '.  Comptony^  ,-,  Stawely 
Litchjieldy  WefioHy  ^^^^.irmi-i 

^?rC^?^ii.i3  a^nf^^^^^mq  u^'^'^^r.m^  2.. 
i  ^  I  dillenrfbr  the  6th  and  7th'rea(bns  of  tlie  ^It- 
going  proteftation,  and  for  the  following  reafons. 

'  iv  Becaufe  tliis  extraordinary  method  of  procee^r 
ing  by  bills  of  this  nature  againft  pcrfons  who  ^o  not 
withdraw  from  juftice,  but  are  willing  to  undergo  a 
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legal  trial,  ought,  in  my  opinion,  to  be  fupported 
by  clear  and  convincing  evidence ;  and  I  apprehend 
there  has  been  nothing  offered  to  fupport  the  allega- 
tions fet  forth  in  the  preamble  of  the  bill  to  infliSf  pains 
and  penalties  on  Francis  Lord  Bijhop  of  Rochefter, 
but  what  depends  on  decpyhered  letters,  forced  con- 
flrudions,  and  improbable  innuendo's. 

2.  I  conceive,  that  the  examination  of  Philip 
Neynoe^  taken  before  the  Lords  of  the  Council,  not 
fworn  to,  nor  figned,  which  appears  to  me  to  be  the 
foundation  on  which  the  charge  againft  the  Bifhop  of 
Rochefter  is  built,  has  been,  in  my  apprehenfion, 
fufficientJy  proved,  by  the  pofitive  oaths  of  three 
perfons,  two  of  which  have  been,  for  feveral  months 
in  fcparate  cuftodies,  confirmed  by  other  circum- 
flances,  to  have  been  a  falie  and  malicious  contrl" 
vance  of  the  faid  Neynoe,  to  fave  himfelf  from  the 
hands  of  juftice,  and  to  work  the  deftrudion  of  the 
Bifhop  of  Rochefter, 

3.  I  do  not  apprehend,  that  the  letters  of  the  26tn 
of  ApriU  which  are  fuggefled  to  be  wrote  by  George 
Kelly\  alias  Johnfon^  and  didated  by  the  Bifhop, 
have  b-en  fufficiently  proved  to  be  the  hand-writing 
of  the  faid  Kelly ;  but  on  the  contrary  it  appears,  to 
the  bsfl  of  my  judgment,  that  the  letter  of  the  20th 
of  Auguft  (flopt  at  the  Pofl- office,  and  from  which 
the  Clerks  of  the  Poft-office,  on  their  memory  on- 
ly, fv/ore  they  believed  the  faid  letters  of  the  20th 
of  April  to  be  the  fame  hand- writing,  tho*  they  ne- 
ver compared  two  original  letters  together  during  all 
that  time)  has  been  proved  by  three  credible  wit- 
nelfes,  concurring  in  every  circumflance  of"  their 
teflimony,  andcweil  acquainted  with  the  hand- wri- 
ting of  the  faid  Kelly ^  not  to  be  his  hand-writing;  and 
I  conceive,  tMc  the  difiered^-e  they  have  obferved  in 
the*  hand  of  tHe^aid  Kelly ^  Upofi'  which  they  groiind  their 
opinions,  is  Tuffieiefitiy  Supported  by  coniparing  the 

B  b  3  faid 
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faid  letter  of  the  20th  of  Auguft^  with  the  letters 
wrote  by  the  faid  Kelly  to  the  Lord  Towiifloend  and 
Mr.  De  ta  Faye^  during  the  time  of  his  confinement. 

4.  I  do  not  apprehend,   that  any  proof  has  been 
offered  to  fupport  what  has  been  fo  much  infifted  on, 
and  juflly  efteemed  efientiai  to  the  charge,  that  the 
Bi(hop   o^  Rochefter  di(5lated  the  letters  of  the  20th 
of  April y  but  it  has  appeared,  I  conceive,  that  there 
has  been  no  intimacy  between  the  Bifhop  and  the 
fud  Kelly,  and  the  teftimony  of  the  Bilhop's  fervants 
concurring  with  the  evidence  given  on  that  head,  by 
the  perfons  that  Kelly  lived  in  the  ftridefl  correfpon- 
dence  with,  leaves,,  to  the  beft  of  my  judgment,  no 
room  to  doubt,    but  that  the  acquaintance  between 
them  was  (lender  and  public  ^    and  to  fugged  from 
thence,    that  the  Bifhop  didated  the  letters  of  the 
20th  of  Jpril,    when  it  appeared,    that  for  many 
days  before  he  could  not  poflibly  fee  the  faid  Kelly 
is,  in  my  opinion,  repugnant  to  reafon,  and  contrary 
to  juflice, 

*  WH  ARTON. 

The  fubftance  of  the  hill  to  punifh  the  Bifhop  of 

Rochejier  is  as  follows : 

WHEREAS  in  the  years  1721  and  1722, 
a  deteflable  and  horrid  confpiracy  was  form- 
ed and  carried  on  by  divers  traitors  for  invading 
your  Majefly's  kingdoms  with  foreign  forces,  for 
raifing  an  infurredion  and  rebellion  againfl  your  Ma- 
jefly,  for  feizing  the  tower  and  city  of  London,  and 
for  laying  violent  hands  upon  your  Majefly's  mofl 
facred  peifon,  and  upon  his  Royal  Highnefs  the 
PriiiCe  oi-  IVales^  in  order  to  fubvert  our  prefent  hap- 
py c-ilabiifhment  in  church  and  flate,  by  placing  ^ 
**opifh  Pretender  on  your  throne:  And  whereas  for 
the  better  concealing  and  effeding  the  faid  confpiracy 
divers  trealbnabie  correfpondencies  were,  within  the 

time 
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time  aforefaid,  carried  on  by  letters  written  in  cy- 
phers, cant  words,  and  fiiflitious  names;  which  con- 
fpiracy,  had  it  not  been  difappointed  by  the  good- 
nefs  of  Almighty  God,  would  have  deprived  your 
Majefty's  kingdoms  of  the  enjoyment  of  their  reli- 
gion, laws,  and  liberties,  involved  them  in  blood  and 
ruin,  and  fubjecled  your  people  to  the  bondage  and 
opprefTion  oi  Romifo  fuperrtition -and  arbitrary  power: 
For  which  execrable  treafon  Chrijlopher  Layer  hath 
been  indided,  tried,  convided,  and  attainted.  And 
whereas  Francis  Lord  Bifhop  of  Rochefter^  notwith- 
ftanding  the  many  folemn  aflurances  by  him  given 
of  his  faith  and  allegiance  to  your  Majefty,  by  taking 
the  oaths  by  lav/  appointed  to  be  taken,  inftead  of 
the  oaths  of  allegiance  and  fupremacy  ;  which  oaths 
he  had  likewile  taken  at  fundry  times,  during  the 
refpe6tive  reigns  of  their  late  Majefty's  King  William 
and  Queen  Mar\\  and  of  her  late  Majefty  Queen 
Anne  ;  and  not wi Handing  he  had  frequently  ab- 
jured the  Pretender,  hath,  in  dired  violation  of  his 
faid  repeated  oaths  and  obligations,  and  to  the  great 
fcandal  of  religion,  and  his  holy  fundlion,  been  deep- 
ly concerned  in  forming,  direding,  and  carrying  on 
the  iaid  wicked  and  deteftable  confpiracy,  and  hath 
been  a  principal-  a6lor  therein,  by  traiteroufly  con- 
fulting  and  correfponding  with  divers  perfons,  to 
raife  an  infurredion  and  rebellion  againft  your  Ma- 
jefty within  this  kingdom,  and  to  procure  a  foreign 
force  to  invade  the  fame,  in  order  to  depofe  your 
Majtfty,  and  place  the  Pretender  on  your  throne  ; 
and  by  traiteroufly  correfponding  with  the  faid  Pre- 
tender, and  perfons  employed  by  him,  knowing 
them  to  be  fo  employed  :  Therefore  to  manifcft  our 
juft  abhorrence  of  fo  wicked  and  abominable  a  con- 
i piracy,  and  our  zeal  and  tender  regard  for  the  pre- 
fervation  of  your  Majefty's  perfon  and  government, 
a.nd  of  the  Proteftant  fucceftion  in  your  Maj-.  fty's 
royal  family,  the  folid  foundations  of  our  prefent  hap- 
pinefs  and  future  hopes  \  and  to  the  end  that  no  con- 
B  b  4  fpirators 
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^irators  may,  by  any  fubtil  contrivance  or  ;pra6:ice 
whatfoever,  efcape  punifhment,  and  that  all  others 
ma,y,  by  the  juftice  of  Parliament,  be  for  ever  here- 
after deterred  from  engaging  in  any  traiterous  con- 
fpiracies  or  attempts :  We  your  Majefty's  mod  du- 
tiful and  loyal  fubjedls,  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Tem- 
poral, and  Commons  in  Parliament  affembled,  do 
humbly  befeech  your  Majefty,that  it  may  be  enaded  ; 
and  belt  enadbed,  i^c.  That  the  laid  Francis  Lord 
Biihop  of  Rochcjler^  from  and  after  the  firft  day  of 
June^  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  1723  fhall  be,  and  is 
hereby,  deprived  of  all  and  fmgular  his  offices,  dig- 
nities, promotions,  and  benefices  ecclefiaftical  what- 
foever,  and  that  the  fame,  and  every  of  them,  Ihall 
from  thenceforth  be  actually  void,  as  if  he  were  na- 
turally dead ;  and  that  the  fa  id  Francis  Lord  Bifliop 
of  Rochejler  fliall  from  thenceforth  for  ever  be  dif- 
abled,  and  rendred  incapable  of  and  from  taking, 
holding,  or  enjoying  any  office,  dignity,  promotion, 
benefice,  or  employment  within  this  realm,  or  any 
other  his  MajeiVy's  dominions,  and  alfo  of  and  from 
ufing  or  exercifuig  any  office,  fundion,  authority,  or 
power  ecclefiaftical  or  fpiritual  whatfoever,  and  ihall 
and  do  fuifer  perpetual  exile,  and  be  for  ever  ba- 
nifhed  this  realm,  or  any  other  his  Majefty's  domi- 
nions, and  ftiall  depart  out  of  the  fame  on  or  before 
the  five  and  twentieth  day  o^  June  in  the  year  1723. 
And  that  if  the  faid  Francis  Lord  Biihop  of  i^^- 
chefter  ftiall  return  into,  or  be  found  within  this  realm, 
or  any  other  his  Majefty's  dominions  at  any  time 
after  the  faid  five  and  twentieth  day  o^June^  '^J'^3' 
^£k-X^^  faid  Francis  Lord  Bifliop  o^  Rocbefter^  being 
''v^r^V'  thereof  lawfully  convifted,  ftiall  be  adjudged  guilty 
of  felony,  and  ftiall  fufFcr  and  forfeit  as  in  cafes  of 
felony,  without  benefit  of  clergy,  and  ftiall  be  utterly 
irL.'D.  bJt^  oi  any  pardon  from  his  Majefty,  his  heirs 
Of  iucccftbrs. 

.,:.    And 
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And  be  it  farther  enacled.  That  all  perfons,  who 
Ihall,  from  and  after  the  faid  five  and  twentieth  day 
of  June^  1723-  be  aiding  or  afiifting  to  the  rettirn 
of  the  faid  Francis  Lord  Bifhop  of  Rochefisr  into 
this  realm,  or  any  other  his  Majefty'sdomiiiions,  or 
fhall  harbour  or  conceal  him  within  the  fkrne^t  any^ 
of  them,  being  thereof  lawfully  con vi6led,  fhall  be 
adjudged  guilty  of  felony,  and  fhall  fufFer  and  for- 
feit as  in  cafes  of,  felony,  without  benefit  of  clergy. 

And  be  it  farther  enabled.  That  if  any  of  the 
fubjeds  of  his  Majelly,  his  heirs  or  fuccellbrs,  ex- 
cept fuch  perfons  as  Ihall  be  licenfed  for  that  purpofe 
by  his  Majeily,  his  heirs  or  fuccefibrs,  under  his  or 
their  fign  manual,  Ihall  from  and  after  the  faid  25th 
of  June  1723,  within  this  realm  or  without,  hold, 
entertain,  or  keep  any  intelligence  or  correfpondence 
in  perfon,  or  by  letters,  meflages,  or  otijerwife,  with 
the  faid  Francis  Lord  Bifhop  of  Rochefter^  or  with 
any  perfon  or  perfons  employed  by  him,  knowing 
fuch  perfon  or  perfons  to  be  fo  employed,  fuch  perfon 
fo  offending,  being  thereof  lawfully  convifted,  (hall 
be  adjudged  guilty  of  felony,  and  Ihall  fuffer  and  for- 
feit as  in  cafes  of  felony,  without  benefit  of  clergy. 

And  be  it  farther  enabled.  That  if  any  offence  a- 
gainft  this  ad  Ihall  be  committed  out  of  this  realm, 
the  fame  fhall  or  may  be  alledged,  laid,  inquired  of, 
and  tried  in  any  county  within  Great-Britain, 

^1'    My  Lords^ 

*  T  believe  it  will  be  expeded  that  I  fhould  fay  Biftop  of 

*  J[  fomething  in  a  cafe  fo  extraordinary  as  this  is  ;  ^("^J^^^^ 

*■  and  wherein  a  brother  Bifhop  is  fo  nearly  concern-  theBiihopof 

*  ed.     I  beg  leave  to  begin  with  taking  notice  of^^"^^""'* 

*  fome  things  that  were  peculiarly  addreffed  to  this 
«  bench,  both  by  the  reverend  Prelate,  and  his  coun- 
'  fel,  from  the  bar. 

'  The  firft  is,  That  we  would  confider  how  a- 

*  greeable  it  may  be  to  the  canons  and  difcipline  of 

*  the  church,  in  this  extraordinary  manner  to  deprive 

a 
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a  Bifhop  of  all  his  preferments  y   and  to  prohibit 
him  the  ufe  and  exercile  of  his  fundlion  for  his 
life.     As  to  this  objedlion,  whatever  influence  it 
may  have  abroad  among  ignorant  people,  yet,  as 
to  your  Lordfhips,  who  know  our  conftitution  fo 
well,  I  cannot  imagine  that  it  can  have  any  weight 
at  all.     And   indeed  when  I  confider  all  the  a6ts 
of  Parliament   relating   to  the  fupremacy,   that 
have  been  made  for  near  two  hundred  years,  when 
I  confide:  the  articles  of  our  church,  our  canons, 
and  the  fuofcriptions  that  the  Bilho^  himfelf  muft 
have  made,  and  muft  iiave  requned  from  others, 
in  the  exercife  of  his  function,  it  is  matter  of  won- 
der to  me,  that  fuch  an  objection  fhould  be  made, 
either  by  a  Bifhop  of  the  church  of  England^  or 
by  a  lawyer  of  the  kingdom  of  England.     I  do 
not  indeed  recoiled:  above  one  inftance  of  a  par- 
ticular adu  of  Parliament  made  to  deprive  a  Bi- 
fhop •,  which  is,  that  of  Fijher  Bifhop  of  Rochefter  ; 
who  was  fo  deprived,  in  the  time  of  Henry  VIII. 
But,   as  to  general  a6ls  of  Parliament,  whereby 
both  Biihops  and  Presbyters  have  been  deprived  of 
their  preferments,  we  have  a  good  number.  Thus, 
in  the  beginning  of  Queen  Elizabeth''^  reign,  almoft 
all  the  Bifhops  of  England  were  fo  deprived :    And 
at  the  revolution,  many  were  fo  ^  and  all  might 
have  been  fo,  if  they  had  not  complied  with  the 
terms  of  the  ad  of  Parliament :    And  at  the  re- 
ftoration,    many  hundreds  of  Presbyters  were  de- 
prived in  the  fame  manner.     And  it  cannot  well 
be  doubted,  but  that  the  fime  authority  which  can 
make  laws,  by  v/hich  the  whole  bench  may  be  de- 
prived, may  exert  it  felf  in  a  particular  cafe,  if 
they  have  juil  reafons  for  it. 
'  As  to  the  trial  of  Btihops,  for  any  crimes  they 
fhall  be  guilty  of,  we  are  to  confider  the  different 
nature  of  the  crimes  of  which  they  are  accufed  ; 
and  the  trial. by  law  muft  be  accordingly.     If  the 
crime  be  of  an  ecclefiuilical  nature,  fuch  as  eccle- 

fialtical 
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*  fiaftical  courts  can  take  cognizance  of,  as  fimonyj 

*  herefy,  and  the  like  -,  the  trial  regularly  muft  be 
«  by  the  Arch-Bifhop  of  the  province,  taking  to  his 

<  afliftance  fome  of  his  fuffragan  Bifhops.     But  even 

*  in  this  cafe,  if  either  the  Arch-Bifhop  fhall,  upon 
«  complaint,  negledl  to  try  him  ;  or,  if  upon  trial 

*  he  fhall  acquit  and  abfolve  him  ;  the  accufer  may 

*  appeal  to  the  King  in  Chancery  :    Which  court 

*  may  appoint  a  commifTion  of  delegates,  who  may, 

*  by  the  authority  of  the  crown,  judge  him,  deprive 

*  him  of  his  Bifhopric,  prohibit  him  the  ufe  of  his 

*  fundlion  for  his  life,  tho'  he  were  before  acquitted 

<  by   the  Arch-Bifhop.     But  if  the  crime  be  of  a 

*  civil  nature,  fuch  as  treafon,  (which  is  the  cafe  now 
'  before  us)  the  ecclefiaflical  authority  has  nothing 
«  at  all  to  do  with  it ;  and  fliould  any  ecclefiaflical 

*  judge  attempt  to  meddle  with  it,    he  would   be.. 

*  judged  to  attempt  againfl  the  King's  crown  and 
'  dignity,  and  quickly  have  his  proceedings  flopped, 

*  by  a  prohibition  out  of  the  temporal  courts :  And 

*  I  would  obferve  farther,  that  were  this  Bifhop  to 

*  be  tried  in  the  common  courfe  of  law,    for  the 

*  crimes  whereof  he  is  accufed  in  this  bill,  it  mufl 

*  be,  either  by  your  Lordfhips,  as  a  member  of  this 

*  houfe  J  or  by  the  judges  and  a  jury  in  Wejlminfter 

*  hall.  I  would  not  at  prefent  fay  which,  becaufe  it 
'  would  lead  me  out  of  the  way  :    But  in  this  cafe, 

*  if  either  your  Lordfhips,  or  the  judges  below, 

*  fhould  pafs  fentence  upon  him  for  the  treafon  of 

*  which  he  is  here  accufed,  that  fentence  would,  ipfo 
'  fa5lo^  deprive  him  of  his  Bifhopric.     I  fhall  add 

*  no  more  but  this  one  obfervation  :  That  the  way 
'  that  is  now  taken  to  deprive  him,  is  the  only  way 
'  that  I  know  of,  wherein  the  Bifhops  can  have  any 

*  part  in  the  fentence  of  deprivation. 

'  The  next  thing  that  was  fuggcfled  from  the  bar, 

*  particularly  to  this  bench,  was,  That  we  fhould  con- 
^  fider  well  what  we  are  doing,  and  have  a  care  that 
^  we  do  net,  by  concurring  in  this  bill,  make  out  tides 

'  to 
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to  ou^Bifhoprics  precarious.  As  to  this  admonition, 
the  anfwer  is  very  eafy ;  That  it  becomes  us,  as 
"%e  have  the  honour  to  have  feats  in  Parliament,  to 
take  care  to  do  juftice,  as,  on  the  one  fide,  to  the 
prifoner  ;  fo,  on  the  other  fide,  to  our  King  and 
•^Country  :  And  to  trufi:  in  God,  that  in  fo  doing 
v^e  fball  neither  hurt  ourfelves,  nor  our  fuccefiTors. 
'But,  fo  far  as  juft  judges  may  look  to  events,  the 
'argument  feems  to  me  to  lie  the  other  way  :  For, 
If  for  want  of  doing  jufl:icc  againil  traitors  to  King 
'George^  the  Pretender  {hould  happen  to  prevail, 
'{which  God  avert)  the  title  of  Protefl:ant  Bifhops 
is  like  to  be  very  precarious  indeed.  As  to  the 
power  of  Parliament  to  pafs  bills  of  this  kind,  the 
Parliament  always  had  it,  has  frequently  exercifed 
it,  and  always  mufl:  have  it ;  it  being  effential  to 
the  very  being  of  the  fupreme  power.  The  lives 
and  liberries  of  every  man  in  England  are  fubjedt 
to  it ;  and  though  the  exercife  of  this  power  may 
be  dangerous  to  perfons,  who  will  venture  upon 
treafonable  pradiices,  trufting  to  their  cunning  and 
artifice  to  fcreen  them  from  the  law,  yet  I  have 
that  confidence  in  the  integrity  and  juftice  of  the 
crown,  and  two  houfes  of  Parliament,  that  fo  long 
as  this  example  is  followed,  of  giving  a  full  and 
fair  hearing  to  the  perfons  accufed,  innocent  men 
cannot  eafily  fuffer  -,  or  in  all  events,  that  if  cor- 
ruption or  tadion  fliould  ever  fo  far  prevail,  that 
'^there  fliould  be  danger  to  innocent  perfons,  it  will 
be  much  eafier  to  corrupt  witneflcs  or  juries,  or, 
to  find  other  methods  to  deftroy  them,  than  it  will 
be  to  prevail  upon  a  Parliament  to  do  it :  As  I 
am  perfuaded  that,  in  this  particular  cafe,  had 
there  been  any  corruption,  fome  other  method 
would  have  been  found  out,  more  eff^edually  to 
come  at  the  perfon  concerned,  than  this  is  like  to 

dO; 

«  The  laft  particular  that-  the  Bifhop  peculiarly 
'addreffed  to  the  bench,  was,  that  we  would  con- 

'  fider 
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*  fider  the  words  of  St.  Paul  to  Timatby  ;  againft 
'  an  elder  receive  not  an  accufation^    but  before  two 

*  or  three  Witnejfes,  The  fenfe  of  which  words 
Vhis  Lordfhip   underftood  to  be,    that  an  accufa- 

*  tion  fhould  not  be  fo  much  as  received  againft  an 

*  elder  or  prefbyter,    and  much  lefs  againft  a  Bi- 

*  (hop,    but  upon  the  oaths  of  two  or  three  wit- 

*  nefies.  In  anfwer  to  this^  I  beg  leave  to  obferve, 
'  that  our  tranflation  renders  the  word,  not,  upon 
*:  the  oaths  \    but,    before  two  or  three  witneffqs : 

r*  Which  feems  to  import  a  very  different  fenfe 
'  from  that  his  Lordfhip   puts  upon  them.     But, 

*  not  to  enter  into  any  critical  examination  of  the 

*  truth  of  our  tranflation,    or,    what  the  real  fenfe 

*  of  the  words  is,    I  only  make  thefe  two  Ihort 

*  obfervations :    Firft,    that  the   fenfe   the   Bilhop 

*  puts  upon  them,  that  an  accufation  againft  a  pref-. 

*  byter  or  Bifhop,    muft  not  be  fo  much  as  receiv- 

*  ed  into  court,    but  upon  the  oaths  of  two  or  more 

*  witneffes,    is  not  pradifed  in  the  church  of  Et^g-, 

*  land ;   and,  I  believe,  never  was  pradtifed  in  any. 

*  chriftian  church  whatever.  The  fecond  obferva- 
'  tion  is  that  whatever  be  the  fenfe  of  thefe  words, 

*  it  regards  only  the  condudt  of  a  Bifhop  towards 

*  his  prefbyters ;    but  certainly   was  never  intended 

*  to  give  a  law  to  the  fupreme  power  of  a  king- 

*  dom,   in  its  proceedings  in  cafes  of  high  treaibn, 

*  againft  any  fubjed  whatfoever.  But  the  Bifhop 
'  urges  farther,  that  the  Jewiflo  law  did  require  at 
'^  leaft  two  or  more  witnefTes  in  in  all  judicial  pro- 

*  ceedings  \  and  from  thence  infers,  that  it  ought 
'  to  be  fo  among  us.     To  this  it  may  be  repli- 

*  ed,  that  it  is  a  part  of  the  judicial  law  of  the  JewSy 

*  which  was  not  given  to  us,  and  therefore  .jdoth^^ 
^  not  oblige  us  any  more  than  the  reft  of  that  law^> 
'.dpth;    except,  where  the  reafon  of  the  thing  lays 

*  an   obligation   upon  us.     But  indeed,    I  am  of  ^ 

*  Opinion,  thac^  that  law  doth  oblige  u^^   fo  far  as 


382  PARII AMENT  ARY         A.    1723. 

f  it  was  intended  to  oblige  them,  and  fo  far  as  it 
^'^  can  be  adapted  to  the  infinite  variety  of  cafes, 
<  that  muft  happen  in  judicial  matters.  That  law 
'  is  very  fhort,  and  therefore  muft  leave  many 
«  queftions  that  may  be  made  about  it,  undetermin- 
^  ed :    I  Ihall  take  notice  of  thefe  two  only ;    the 

*  firft  is,    whether  the  meaning  of  it  be,    that  all 

*  controverfies  and  accufations  whatever,    muft  be 

*  determined  by  witnefTes,  and  no  other  way  ?  Or, 

*  whether   upon  fuppofition  that  the  matter  be  to 

*  be  determined  folely  by  witnefTes,    and  no  light 

*  can  be  brought  to  it  any  other  way  ;  that  then 
'the   witnefTes   muft   be  at  leaft   two  ?    The    fe- 

*  cond   is,    whether  thofe  witnefTes  muft  fwear  di- 

*  redly  to  the  fa6b ;    for  inftance,    that  they  faw 

*  fuch  a  man  murther  another,  or  the  Tike ;  or 
'  whether  it  may  not  be  fufficient ;   that  they  fwear 

*  to  fuch  circumftances,    as  infer  a  ftrong  and  vio- 

*  lent  prefumption,    that  fuch  a  fa6t  was  commit- 

*  ted  by  fuch  a  perfon  ?    Thefe  things  are  left  un- 

*  determined  in  that  fhort  law  of  the  Jews-,   but  are 

*  fufficiendy  determined  by  the  nature  of  the  thing; 

*  and  by  the  laws  of  all  nations,    and  particularly 

*  of  our  own.     It  is  true  indeed  that  in  cafes  of 

*  high-treafon,    we  have  from   political  confidera- 

*  tions  determined,  that  there  muft  be  two  pofitive 

*  witnefles,    to  fome  one  or  more  overt  adls  of  the 

*  fame  treafon  ;    but  as  to  all  other  crimes,    that 

*  equally  affedl  the  lives  and  eftates  of  all  the  fub- 

*  jed:s  of  England^    this  is  not  the  cafe ;    and  men 

*  may  by  law  lofe  their  lives,  when  there  is  not  fo 
«  much  as  one  pofitive  witnefs  to  the  fad.     I  beg 

*  leave  to  explain  this  in  the  words  of  my  Lord 

*  Chief  Juftice  Coke^  (i  hftit.fol.  6.)   When  a  tri- 

*  al  is  by  witnejfes  regularly y  the  affirmative  ought  to 

*  be  proved  by  two  or  three  witnejjes ;  but  when  the 
^  trial  is  by  verdi^f  of  twelve  men^  there  the  judg- 
*■  ment  is  not  given  upon  witnejfes,   or  other  kind  of 

*  evidences^ 
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'  evidences^    hut  upon  the  verdi5i ;    and  upon  fuch 

*  evidence  as  is  given  to  the  jury^   they  give  their 

<  verdi^ ;  and  many  times  juries^  together  'with  other 
«  matter,  are  much  induced  by  prefumptions.  And 
«  indeed,    if  no  man  could  be  convided  of  mur- 

*  ther  or  robbery,    or  other  crimes  of  that  nature, 

<  but  by  two  pofnive  witnefles  that  faw  the  fa<5b 
«  done ;  nothing  would  be  eafier  or  fafer,  than  the 
'  commiflion  of  thofe  crimes  -,    and  no  man  could 

*  have  any  fecurity,  either  for  his  perfon  or  his 
^  eftate:    And  therefore,  if  in  cafes  of  high-treafon 

*  our  law  requires  pofitive  witnefles,    it  is  not  from 

*  any  moral  neceflity,  or  point  of  confcience  ;  but 
'  from  political  reafons,    which  mull,    and  always 

*  will  be,    fubject  to  the  judgment  of  Parliament. 

*  Having  now  done   with   what  was  from  the 

*  bar  peculiarly  applied  to  this  bench,    I  now  beg 

*  your  Lordfhips  leave  to  proceed  more  directly 
«  to  the  bill  itfelf     And  here  two  things  are  ne- 

*  ceflary  to   be  confi^ered,    in   order  to  convince 

*  your  Lordfhips,    that  it  is  a  bill  fit  to  be  pafTed : 

*  The  firft  is,  the  lawfulnefs  of  it ;  the  fecond  is, 

*  the  prudence  or  expediency  of  it.  As  to  the  law- 
'  fulnefs  of  it,  it  will  be  neceflary  alfo  to  confider, 
'  firft,  whether  your  manner  of  proceeding  in  this 

*  bill  be  lawful?    Secondly  whether  the  Bifhop  be 

*  really  guilty  of  the  crimes  charged  upon  him. 

*  As  to  the  manner  of  proceeding,  many  things 
'  have  been  objcdfed ;  that  it  is  by  way  of  bill, 
'  and   not  a  trial  in  the  courfe  of  law ;    that  evi- 

*  dence  has  been  admitted,    that  would  not  have 

*  httn  admitted  in  any  of  our  courts ;  that  thefe 
'  things  are  contrary  to  the  liberty  of  the  fubjed: ; 

*  that  every  fubjedt  has  a  right  to  the  laws  of  his 

*  country ;    and  that  he  has  an  injury  done  him, 

*  if  he  be  denied  the  benefit  of  them  :    Tnis  I  take 

*  to  be  the  fum  of  what  has  been  objedted,  a- 
'  gainft  the  iuftice  of  your  proceedings  in  this 
'bill. 


384  Parliamentary        A.  1723,' 

*  In  anfwer  to  thefe  objedions,  I  beg  leave  to 
confider,  firfl,  wherein  the  liberty  of  England 
confifts  •,  which  is  a  point  commonly  pretty  much 
mi  (taken.  Many  people  are  apt  to  imagine,  that 
the  difference  betwixt  us,  and  feme  of  our  neigh- 
bouring countries,  is,  that  they  are  under  abfo- 
lute  power,  and  we  are  not;  whereas  in  truth  all 
countries,  that  are  fupreme  within  themfelves, 
have  equally  an  abfolute  power  ;  and  in  the  na- 
ture  of  the  thing  it  cannot  poflibly  be  otherwife  : 
No  government  can  fubfift,  if  there  be  not  a 
power  in  it,  to  change,  to  abrogate,  to  fufpend, 
or  difpenfe  with  its  laws,  as  neceflity  or  conve- 
niency  fhail  require,  which  is  what  we  call  abfo- 
lute power  i  and  therefore,  the  difference  betwixt 
one  government  and  another,  does  not  lie  in 
this,  that  one  has  fuch  a  power  and  the  other  has 
not',  but  lies  merely  in  the  diiFerence  of  the 
hands,  in  which  this  power  is  placed :  Where 
this  is  placed  in  one  hand,  in  the  King,  we  call 
that  an  abfolure  monarchy  t  Where  this  is  not 
folely  in  the  King,  but  only  as  he  ads  in  con- 
junction with  the  dates  of  the  kingdom,  that 
we  call  a  limited  monarchy  •,  and  the  people  that 
live  under  fuch  government,  are  called  a  free 
people  ;  becaufe  they  live  under  let  laws,  which 
could  not  at  firft  be  made,  nor  can  after- 
wards be  altered  or  difpenfed  with,  but  by  their 
own  confent:  However,  there  is  ftill  in  fuch 
countries,  a  power,  equally  above  all  their  laws, 
as  there  is  in  the  moft  abfolute  monarchy  in  the 
world.  What  I  have  faid  upon  this  firft  head, 
will  in  a  great  meafure  explain  a  fecond  queftion  : 
What  that  right  is,  which  the  fubjeds  of  this 
country  have  to  its  laws?  which  is  in  (hort,  a 
right  to  claim  the  benefit  of  them  againft  the 
crown,  or  any  court  adting  under  the  crown,  till 
the  ftates  of  the  kingdom,  (which  are  virtually 
every  man  in  the  kingdom)  think  fit  to  confent 

'  to 
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to  the  alteration  of  them.  The  King  is  indeed 
fupreme,  but  his  power  is  only  according  to  the 
laws  in  being :  By  them  he  is  bound  to  ad,  and 
if  any  of  his  officers  adl  contrary  to  them,  what 
they  do  is  null  and  void  ;  and  they  are  punifh- 
able  for  it ;  and  the  fubje&  have  a  claim  of  right 
againft  them :  But  if  the  King  and  his  people 
think  fit  to  come  to  a  new  agreement  to  alter 
any  fuch  law,  there's  an  end  of  all  claim  of  right 
in  the  fubjed: :  The  claim  is  taken  away  by  their 
own  confenc  ;  for,  as  I  faid  before,  every  man 
in  the  kingdom  virtually  confents,  to  what  is 
done  by  an  ai5t  of  Parliament.  And  there  is  an 
abfolute  necefTity,  that  there  fhould  be  fuch  a 
power  as  this  in  every  country  ;  for  the  flate  of - 
human  affairs  is  fo  changeable,  that  it  does  not 
admit  of  any  fet  of  unalterable  laws.  What  is 
good  at  one  time  may  be  deflrud:ive  at  another  -; 
and  what  is  generally  good,  may,  under  parti- 
cular circumflances,  require  a  difpenfation  by  a 
proper  authority.  And  here,  give  me  leave  to 
obferve  to  your  Lordfhips,  the  difference  there  is 
betwixt  the  eternal  laws  of  juflice  and  righteouf- 
nefs,  and  all  pofitive  laws  whatever.  That  as  to 
the  firft,  we  are  made  for  them,  and  the  nearer 
we  do  in  all  things  conform  to  them,  the  more 
noble  and  lovely,  and  excellent  creatures  we  are  : 
But  as  to  pofitive  laws,  they  are  all  made  for  • 
us  ;  and  the  more  they  conform  to  us,  the  more  • 
they  obviate  all  .our  wants  and  difficulties ;  the 
more  they  anfvver  to  all  our  necefiities,  the  better 
they  are. 

'  As  to  what  is  complained  of,  that  your  Lord*?  -. 
(hips  have  admitted  evidence  to  be  read,  that 
would  not  have  been  admitted  in  the  courts  bel- 
low :  I  conceive,  that  ading  in  the  capacity  you 
now  do,  yoo  have  a  full  power  to  do  it,  and 
have  not  broken  jiny  of  the  general  ^Ics^jof  ju- 
VoL.  VIIL  C  c       :,  .i  un'  fticft 
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<  ftice  by  it.     You  have  let  in  all  the  light, .  that 

*  you  thought  might  be  proper  to  give  you  a  full 

<  knowledge  of  the  matter  ;    and   in  the  capacity 

*  you  now  ad,  I  cannot  but  humbly  be  of  opinion, 

*  it  was  your  duty  to  do  fo  j    but  in  forming  of 

*  your  judgments,  I  take  for  granted,  that  your 
«  Lordlhips    will   diftinguifh,     and   lay   no    more 

*  weight  upon   any  thing  than  it  deferves.     As  to 

*  the  rules  of  receiving  evidence   in  Weftminfter- 

*  Hall^  I  conceive,    that  they  are  no  part  of  natu- 

*  ral  juftice,    but   only    artifical  rules  framed  for 

*  conveniency,   and   bind   no  courts,  but  as  they 

<  have  agreed  to  them,  and  fo  are  become  the  cuf- 

*  toms  of  the  court.     That  thefe  rules  are  no  part 

*  of  natural  juftice,  appears  from  hence,  that  even 

*  among  ourfelves  they   are  different  in   different 

*  courts:    That  thofe  ufed  in  our  courts,  are  very 

*  different    from    thofe  ufed   in   other   countries : 

*  That  they  differ  ,  here,  according  to  the  different 

*  caufes  or  crimes  that  are  to  be  tried.     Nay,  they 

<  are  fo  far  from  being  fundamental  parts  of  juf- 

<  tice,  that  they  muft  require  a  good  deal  of  time 

<  and  art  to  form  them.     And  I  am  perfuad^d, 

*  that  v/as  a  perfon   of  good   natural  fenfe,    who 

<  knows  nothing  of  the  law,  afked  his  opinion  j 
'  he  would  be  apt  to  think  it  to  be  a  part  of  na- 

*  tural  juftice,    that  every  perfon  that  profecuted 

*  a  caufe  in  any  court,    fhould    be   at  liberty   to 

*  produce  before  that  court,   whatever  he  thought 
«  material  to  his  caufe.     And  there  is  no  doubt, 

*  but  that  this  was  the  original  way   of  proceed- 

*  ing:    But  that  in  procefs  of  time,  when  courts- 

*  came  to  have  a  good  deal  of  bufinefs,  and  they 
«  found  by  experience,  that  this  way  of  laying  every 

*  thing  before  them,  tended  to  lengthen  caufes  (which 

*  was  efpecially  inconvenient  where  juries  are  con- 

*  cerned,  who  muft  end  a  caufe  before  they  part,) 

*  thefe  rules  were    gradually   found  out,    which, 

*  tho' 
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tho*  they  may  be  generally  convenient ;  yet,  may 
fometimes  hinder  juftice,  by  not  fufJering  all  the 
light  to  come  into  court,  that  may  be  material 
in  the  caufe. 

'  I  now  come  to  confider  the  fecond  and  the 
main  point  of  juftice  to  be  regarded  in  this  bill  •, 
which  is,  whether  the  Bifhop  be  guilty  or '  not, 
of  the  trcafonable  pradlices  charged  upon  him  in 
it.  And  in  this,  I  fhall  be  the  fhortcr,  becaufe 
your  LordHiips  have  heard  the  evidence  on  both 
fides,  and  all  that  has  been  faid  from  the  bar  by 
both  fides  upon  it. 

'  The  caufe  of  Kelly  is  fo  connedled  with  that 
of  the  Bifhop,  that  I  muft  beg  leave  to  fpeak  a 
fev/  words  to  the  one,  before  I  proceed  to  the 
other.  As  to  Kelh\  I  would  obferve  in  the  firft 
place,  that  one  ftrong  prefumption  of  his  guilt  is, 
that,  when  he  was  firft  taken  up,  he  refifted  the 
officers  ;  that  he  feized  his  fword,  and  fome  papers 
that  had  been  taken  away  from  him  ;  and  was 
refolute  to  burn  thofe  papers,  tho'  with  the  ap- 
parent hazard  of  his  own  life,  and  being  guilty 
of  tlie  murther  of  one  of  the  officers  that  had 
feized  him.  In  the  next  place,  it  is  proved,  that 
after  he  was  taken  up,  the  people  at  his  lodg- 
ings burn'd  th^  reft  of  his  papers  -,  a  plain  evi- 
dence, that  they  who  knew  his  manner  of  life  and 
converfation,  fufpe6led  that  he  was  guilty.  And 
this  is  agreeable  to  what  Neynoe  told  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  •,  that  there  was  at  that 
time  a  general  burning  of  papers.  Thirdly, 
Another  prefumption  of  his  guilt,  is,  that  when 
he  was  taken  up  the  fecond  time,  he  offered  fe- 
veral  fums  of  money,  to  the  people  of  the  houfe 
where  he  was  in  cuftody,  to  fuffer  him  to  efcape, 
thefe  things  1  mention,  not  as  full  proofs  of  his 
guilt,  but  as  ftrong  prefumptions,  that  make 
every  thing  elfe  that  is  Iworn  againft  him  very 
credible.  The  chief  evidences  of  his  guilt,  are, 
C  c  2  «  a  great 
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«  a  great  number  of  intercepted  letters,  both  from 

*  him,  and  to  him,  containing  treafonable  matters. 
'  Thofe  from  him,   are  by  feveral  witnelTes  proved 

*  to  be  his  hand-writing,    particularly  by  the  offi- 

*  cers  of  the  Pofl-Office^  who  took  them  and  tranf- 
'  cribed  them.     And  as  to  thofe  to  him,   feveral 

*  witnefles  have  proved,  that  he  gave  orders  at  fe- 
*' veral  public  houfes  to  take  them  in,   when  they 

*  came  from  the  pofl ;  that  he  himfelf  received 
'  them  from  thence,  opened,  and  read  them  :   And 

*  it  is  alfo  farther  proved,   that  anfwers  were  re- 

*  turned  to  them  in  his  own  hand-writing.     Thefe 

*  things  I  take  to  be  plain  and  ftrong  evidences  of 
'  his  guilt. 

*  As  to  the  perfon  concerned  in  this  bill,  tho'  it 
*.  be  a  great  trouble  to  me,  to  think,  that  any  Bi- 
•*  fliop  of  this  church  fhould  be  guilty  of  fo  foul  a 

*  crime,  as  that  obje6led  to  him  i  yet,  I  cannot 
«,but  be  of  opinion,  that  if  he  be  really  guilty,  the 
*'.interefl  of  our  church,   as  well  as  juftice  to  our 

*  King  and  country,  do  require,  that  he  fhould  be 
«  convided  and  puniflied.     And  indeed,    I  cannot 

*  but  be  of  opinion,  that  whoever  believes  Kelly 

*  to  be  guilty,  muft  believe  the  Bilhop  to  be  guilty 

<  too.     1  fhall  not  infift  upon  what  is  called  hear- 

*  fay  evidence,  tho'  there  be  a  great  deal  of  it  a- 
:  gainil  the   Bifhop  ;   only  mufl  obferve,  that  the 

*  condud:  of  a  proteftant  Bifhop  mufl  have  been 

*  very  odd  and  unaccountable,  if  he  be  innocent ; 

*  that  fo  many  Jacobites,   (as  have  done  in   this 

<  cafe)  fhould  declare,  that  they  not  only  efteemed 
'  him  to  be  in  the  plot,  but  to  be  the  chief  con- 
«  duclor  of  it.     It  is  however  fit  to  fay  fomething 

<  as  to  the  cafe  of  Neynoe  *,  becaufe  the  Bifhop  and 
'  his  counfel  have  taken  up  fo  much  of  your  Lord- 

*  fhips  time,   and  produced  fo  many  witnefTes  to 

*  prove  him  a  knave.     I  did  indeed  myfelf  always 

*  think  him  to  be  a  knave,  and  that  nothing  that 
«  he  faid  was  to  be  believed,  merely  upon  his  au- 

'  thorityj 
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*  thority ;  but  on  the  other  fide,   the  teftimony  of 

*  the  greatefl  knave  in  the  world,  may  be  taken 
'  againft  himfelf ;  and  they  themfelves  have  prov- 

*  ed,   that  he  was  a  Jacobite,   and  thoroughly  in 

*  that  interefl,   even  when   he  was  making  fome 

*  difcoveries  againft  them  ;  and  therefore,  what  he 
'  fays,    in  that  refpeft  bears  fome  weight,   as  being 

*  againft  perfons  whom  he  favoured,  and  would 
'  hurt  as  little  as  polFible :  Some  other  things  that 
^  he  fa  id  are  alfo  confirmed  by  concurrent  circum- 
'  ftances,  and  other  difcoveries  j  and  thefe  may 
'  have  their  weight,   tho'  he  were  never  fo  great 

*  a  knave.  One  of  the  things  that  he  faid  in  his 
^  confeiTion,    was,-  that  he    frequently   went  with 

■  Kelly  to  the  Biftiop  of  Rochefter\  and  left  him 
there,  (as  Kelly  told    him)    to  v/rite   his  letters. 

■  This  is  confirmed  by  a  credible  witnefs  at  your 

*  bar,   who   fwears,   that   Neyiwe  ufed   to  be  fre- 

■  quently  at  his  houfe,  and  told  him,   at  Icaft  three 
or  four  times,  that  he  waited  there  for  a  fenfible, 
ingenious  Gentleman,  that  was  gone  about  bufi- 
nefs  to  the  Bifliop  of  Rochefter.     He  did  not  in- 
deed tell  him  the  name  ;   but  the  thing  feems  to 
me  to  look  ftronger  than  if  he  had  ♦,  becaufe,    it 
would  have  looked  more  like  a  piece  of   art  and 
contrivance,   to  have  told   the  name  of  a  man, 
whom  he  knew  to  be  gone  to  the  Biftiop  about 
a  criminal   correfpondence.      I    only   beg   leave 
to  take  notice  of  one   thing  more,   relating  to 
Neynoe :    The  Biftiop's  witneftes  have  fully  prc- 
ed,  that  Neynoe  told  them,  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequor  had  given  him  feveral  fums  of 
money,   to  endeavour  to  get   out  of  Kelly^    the 
explication  of  the  cant  names  that  were  ufed  in 
the  correfpondence  ;    and  that  lie  had  promifed 
him  much  greater  fums,  if  he  would  g3  to  France^ 
and  gee  it  out  of  Billon^  and  the  Jacobites  there  : 
The  inference  from  which  I  take  to  be  verv  plain, 
that  the  court  did  not  then  knovv,  who  iVjt  per- 

C  c  3  fon 
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'  fons  were,  that  were  defigned  by  thofe  cant  names; 
'  and  that  they  did  believe  that  Kelly  did  know,  and 
'  that  Dillon  and  the  Jacobites  in  France  knew  too  ; 

*  which  effedually  and  fully  confutes  the  fuggeftion 
'  of  the  Bifliop,  of  which  he  did  not  bring  the  leaft 

*  proof,  that  the  plot  was  a  contrivance  of  perfons 
'  in  power. 

'  The  next  thing  I  beg  leave  to  take  notice  of,  re- 
'  Jating  to  the  Bifliop,  is  a  letter,  (taken  among  his 

*  papers)  from  a  Lady  of  great  quality  ;  of  which 
'  the  Bifhop,   tho'  it  was  objeded  to  him  by  the 

*  counfel  for  the  bill,  has  taken  no  notice  ;  which  I 

*  conceive  he  would  and  ought  to  have  done,  had  it 
'  been  poffible  to  give  any  fair  account  of  it.     The 

*  Lady  (the  Dutchefs  of  Ormond)  in  that  letter  tells 
^  him,  that  jhe fent  foynething  thatjhe  had  received^  JJoe 

could  not  tell  for  whom  ;  hut  let  it  he  for  whom  it 

*  wculd^  (he  thought  he  might  he  trufted^  and  that  it 
'  coiildnotheput  intohetter  hands:  Aftrong  fufpicion 

*  this,  confidering  all  circumftances,  that  here  was  a 

*  correfpondence  by  cant  names,  which  the  Lady  did 
'  not  certainly  know,  but  believed  the  Bifhop  might ; 

*  or  however,  that  he  was  in  all  events  a  perfon  to 

*  be  trufted. 

*  Another  very  fufpicious  circumftance  againft  the 

*  Bifhop,  is,  the  letters  from  captain  Haljiead  ;   and 

*  what  has  been  proved  at  your  bar,  that  this  fame 

*  captain  Haljiead^  a  little  before  he  went  in  his  fhip 

*  to  fetch  over  the  Duke  of  Ormond^  waited  upon  the 
'  Bifhop,  and  flayed  with  him  an  hour.  This  thing 
«  indeed  diredly  proves  nothing  %  but  all  things  con- 
^  fidered  is  very  fufpicious,  and  the  more  fo,  becaufe 

*  the  Bifhop  has  given  no  account,  either  of  his  ac- 
'  quaintance  with  him  in  general,  or  of  the  particu- 
^  lar  reafon  of  that  vifit,  at  a  time  that  leaves  fo  much 

*  ground  to  fufptdl  the  worft.     The  next  particular 

*  that  deferves  your  Lordfhips  confideration,  is,  the 
«  letter  to  Buhois^  found  among  the  Bifliop's  papers, 

*  when  he  wa$  taken  up,  and  feaied  with  the  fame 

'  fcal 
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*  feal  with  that  letter  taken  upon  the  Bifhop's  fervant, 
'  which  he  confefleth  to  be  his  own  hand- writing.  It 
'  is  not  indeed  proved,  that  the  letter  to  Dubois^  is  the 
'  hand-writing  of  the  Bifhop ;  but  any  body  that 
'  reads  it,  will  eafily  be  perfuaded,  that  it  is  not  the 
'  natural  and  ordinary  way  of  writing  of  any  perfon  ; 
'  but  a  difguifed  hand  like  a  print ;  except  only  fome 
'  few  letters,    which  efcaped  the  care  of  the  writer, 

*  and  are  very  like  thofe  of  the  Bifhop.     But  after  a 

*  long  examination,  it  appears  plainly,   that  the  feals 

*  are  the  fame,  and  that  the  one  could  not  be  coun- 
'  terfeited  from  the  other ;    becaufe,  the  firft  letter 

*  was  originally  taken  with  the  feal  broken,  and  was 

*  in  the  poiTeffion  of  the  houfe  of  Commons  when  the 
'  fecond  letter  was  taken  upon  the  Bifhop's  fervant : 

*  It  appears  plainly  by  this  letter  to  Dubois^  that  the 
'  perfon  who  wrote  it,  was  in  a  fecret  and  dangerous 

*  correfpondence ;    that  he   was  an    acquaintance  of 

*  Mr.  Johnfon^  or  Kelly^  that  he  received  letters  by 
'  his  hand,  and  wrote  an  anfwer  in  his  hand :  How 

*  far  all  thefe  circumftances  taken  together,  prove 
'  the  Bifhop  to  be  the  author  of  this  letter,  I  fubrait 
'  to  your  Lordfhip's  judgment ;  for  my  part,  I  think 
'  they  do ;  efpecially  confidering,  that  the  Bifhop 
'  has  given  no  account  of  it. 

'  I  now  proceed  to  the  principal  charge   againft 

*  the  Bifhop,  the  didating  to  Mr,  i^^'/Zy  the  three  let- 
'  ters  of  the  20th  of  Aprils  figned,  one,  by  the  name 

*  of  J  ones  \  another,  by  the  name  of  Illington  *,  the 

*  third,  by  the  figures  1378  -,  which  the  decypherers 

*  explain  by  the  letter  R.  The  firfl,  direded  to 
'  Mr.  Chivers^  or  Billon  ;  the  fecond,  to  Mr 'Muf- 
'  grnve^  or  Lord  Marr  \  the  third,  to  Mr.  Jackfon^ 

*  or  the  Pretender, 

'  It  may  be  proper,  before  Itake  notice  of  the 
'  proofs,  that  the  Bifhop  did  really  dictate  thefe  let- 
'  ters,  to  take  notice  of  an  objedlion  with  refpe6l  to 
'  the  time  ;  the  letters  are  dated  the  20th  of  Aprils 

*  and  the  Bifhop  has  produced  five  or  fix  of  his  fer- 

C  c  4  '  vants. 


392  Parliamentary      A.  1723. 

'  vauts,  who  fwear,  that  about  that  time  he  was  fo 
tvtVY  ill,  that  he  could  not  write  himfelf ;  and  that 
^:he  did  not  fee  any  perfon,  to  whom  he  could  dic- 
*"tate  thefe  letters.  To  this  it  may  be  replied  y  that 
*'^  it  does  not  appear,   that  all  the  fervants  which  the 

*  Bifliop  then  had,  were  produced  before  your  Lord- 
f  Ihips  •,  and  you  cannot  but  be  fenfible,  that  treafo- 

*  nable  practices  are  commonly  carried  on  in  a  very 
^  fecret  way  -,  and  it  appears,  that  the  Bifliop's  cor- 

*  refpondence  with  Kelly  has  been  fo  carried  on ;  for 
/  tho*  there  is  plain  evidence,  that  they  were  fre- 

*  quently  together,  and  that  they  were  acquainted  is 
f  confeffed,  both  by  the  Biihop  and  Kelly-i  yet, 
*"  fcarce  any  one  of  the  fervants  produced,  would 

*  cpnfefs,  that  ever  they  had  feen  Kelly ^  or  heard  of 
^^  the  name  o^  John/on,  which  was  the  name  by  which 

*  he  went.     In  the  next  place,  none  of  thefe  wit- 

*  nefles  prove,  that  the  Bifhop  was  fo  bad  that 
'he  could  fee  no  company,  till  about  the  i6th  or 
^  1 7th  of  Jpril ',  and  it's  very  probable,  that  the  let- 

*  ters  muft  have  been  didlated  fo  long,  if  not  longer, 

*  before  the  20th,  on  which  they  are  dated ;  becaufe 

*  *TCelly  was  to  tranfcribe  and  put  'em  into  cypher, 

*  which  is  a  work  of  time  and  care ;  and  perhaps,  af- 

*  ter  all,  they  might  be  defignedly  poft-dated,   that 

*  the  Bifhop  finding  himfelf  going  into  a  great  fit  of 

*  the  gout,  might  have  all  that  to  plead  which  your 

*  Lordfhips  have  heard,  if  the  matter  fhould  ever  be 

*  called  in  queftion.  Upon  all  thefe  confiderations,  I 
'  cannot  but  think  it  very  clear,  that  the  Biiliop  might 

^^*  have  didtated  thefe  letters :  We  are  now  therefore  to 
'*^  examine,  whether  he  did  or  no. 
;£  *  Thefirft  thing  thac  brought  any  light  into  this 
'"*  matter,  was  the  fmali  accident  of  a  dog  being  fcnt 

*  from  France^  which,  by  the  intercepted  letters,  ap- 

^  *  peared  to  be  fent  to  one   that  went  by  the  names  of 

^''  Jones  and  Illington.     When  Mrs.  Barnes  was  exa- 

'*  ruined  before  the  council,  upon  Keily\  being  taken 

^*  lip,  fhe  was  upon  the  refer ve,  and  would  confefs 
^;  '  *  nothing 
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*  nothing  that  (he  thought  might  tend  any  way  to  hurt 

*  Kdly  5  but  being  afked  about  this  little  dog,  whole 

*  was  for,    fhe  readily  anfwered  that  Kelly  had  told 

*  her,  it  was  for  the  Bifhop  of  Rochefter  ;  which  fhe 
'  has  fince  confirmed  by  oath  at  the  bar  of  this  houfe. 

*  This  little  accident,  not  fufpeded  at  the  time  of 

*  the  difcovery,  to  be  of  any  confequence,  has  given 

*  occafion  fince,  to  look  into  fo  many  circumftances, 

*  as  plainly    bring  the  matter  home  to  the  Bilhop. 
'  And  indeed,  if  all  the  particulars  in  the  intercepted 

*  letters  be  compared,  with  thofe  things  that  are  ia 

*  proof  with  refpe<5l  to  the  Bifhop,    I  believe  your 
'  Lordfhips  will  be  of  opinion,  that  they  cannot  all 

*  belong  to  any  one  perfon  in  the  world  befides  him- 

*  felf.     In  the  firft  place,  fmce  its  proved  that  Kelly 
'  wrote  thefe  letters,  the  perfon  who  di6tated  'em 

*  muft  have  been  an  acquaintance  o^Kellyh  \  it  is  con- 

*  felTed  on  all  hands  that  the  Bifhop  was  fo.     In  the 

*  next  place,   it  is  implied  in  one  of  the  intercepted 

*  letters,  that  the  perfon  that  went  by  the  name  of 

*  Jones  and  lUington^  was  a  clergyman ;  fo  far  ftill 

*  agrees  to  the  Bifhop.     Again,  this  perfon  is  men- 

*  tioned  in  all  the  intercepted  letters   as  a  perfon  of 

*  great  confequence  and  credit,  upon  whofe   advice 

*  the  party  very  much  depend:  And  indeed,  the  very 

*  air  and  manner  of  writing  the  three  letters,  plainly 

*  (hew  that  the  perfon  who  wrote  'em,  thought  him- 

*  felf  fo  ;  this  alfo  agrees  with  all  the  other  difcove- 

*  ries  about  the  Bifhop  :  Were  there  no  other  parti- 
.  *  culars  but  thefe,  it  will  be  hard   to  imagine  that 

^  they  could  well  belong  to  any  other  perfon  ;    but 

*  if  we  confider  farther,  that  this  Jones  or  Illing^ 
^  ton  came  to  town  fuch  a  day  of  the  month,  went 
^  out  of  town  fuch  another  day  of  the  month,  came 
y  back  again  to  town  fuch  another  day,  was  him- 
^  {i:Si  fick  at  fuch  a  time,  that  his  wife  was  fick 
i  at  fuch   another  time,  and   that  flie  died  at  fuch 

i^"'3l  time  ;  all  which  are  in  evidence  with  refpefl  to 
.'>itbe  Biibop  \  if  we  do,  I  fay,  confider  all  thefe 
•r  /  '  circum* 
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'.  circumftances  together,  it  will  plainly  appear  that 
f  they  can  belong  to  no  other  man  in  the  world  but 
f  the  Bilhop. 

..  '  After  this,  I  humbly  apprehend  nothing  need  be 
*:  faid  ;  however  I  beg  leave  juft  to  mention  fome- 
'  thing  relating  to  the  letter,  that  was  taken  upon  the 

*  Billiop's  fervant ;  by  the  whole  air  of  which  letter, 

*  it  looks,  as  coming  from  a  perfon  who  did  not  e- 

*  flee m  himfelf  to  be  innocent,  but  who  thought, 
%  that  nothing  could  be  legally  proved  againft  him  ; 
*■  and  therefore  there  is  not  one  word  of  his  innocence 

*  in  it,  which  is  the  firft  thought  that  muft  naturally 
*^  have  come  into  the  head  of  any  one  that  really  was 

*  fo :  He  writes  wholy  with  the  air  of  a  man  that 

*  had  been  ufed  to  intrigues  -,  fpeaks  of  the  concern 
'  that  his  friends  fliouid  have  for  him  and  the  Caufe  ; 

*  difcourfes  largely  about  the  kind  of  evidence  that 

*  was  againft  him  ;  takes  notice  in  particular  of  what 

*  cannot  a tfe6l  him  -,  If  (fays  he)  the  narrative  (or 
If  report)  relates  chiefly  to  Neynoe'j,  Sample'j,  and 
-*  \j^'^tx* s  affair s^  fo  far  it  cannot  affect  me  \  for  Ine- 

*  ver  heard  of  the  name  of  either  of  the  three^  till  after 
;f  this  plot  broke  out.  It  is  plain  by  thefe  words,  that 
^^.  he  did  not  then  know  what  was  in  the  narrative  a- 
;^  gainft  him  ;  but  he  is  very  fure  that  neither  Ney- 

*  noe^  nor  Sample^  nor  Layer  could  affect  him.  Could 

*  an  innocent  man  have  thus  diftinguiflied,  and  could 
f  not  they  have  affeded  him  as  much  as  any  body 
^  elfe,  if  he  really  was  innocent  ?  Nothing  can  affedt 
If  fuch  a  perfon   but  forgery,    and  that  may  come 

*  from  any  quarter  ;  but  in  the  whole  letter  he  does 
t  oot  exprefs  the  leaft  fufpicion  of  forgery,  and  yet  this 

*  is  the  firft  thought  that  muft  naturally  have  come 
^  into  the  head  of  an  innocent  perfon  ;  I  beg  leave 
;  *  to  hint  at  this  one  thing  more,  that  as  he  fays  that 

'*.  thefe  three  perfons  could  not  affe(5i:  him,  becaufe  he 

,>  never  knew  'em-,    fo  accordingly  they  have  not 

.^j,  affeded  him,  orfaid  any  thing  of  their  own  know- 
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ledge  about  him  j  which  is  one  good  evidence,  that 
what  is  laid  againft  him  is  not  forged,  but  real. 
*  Having  fpoken  to  the  Juftice^  I  fhall  be  fhorter 
upon  the  next  head,    which  is  the  expediency  or 
prudence  of  this  brll.  Had  there  been  what  we  call 
legal  evidence  againft  the  party  concerned,    your 
Lordfhips,    I  take  for  granted,    would  not  eafily 
have  gone  into  this  extraordinary  method  of  pro- 
ceeding •,  for  tho'  it  cannot  be  doubted  but  that  the 
Parliament  have  this  power,  whenever  they  think 
proper  to  make  ufe  of  it ;  yet  I  do  agree  with  the 
noble  Lords,  that  it  is  a  power  not  fit  to  be  ufed,  but 
where  and  when  the  public  good  requires  we  fhould 
ufe  it,  which  I  humbly  conceive  is  the  cafe  at  pre- 
fent.     A  moft  dangerous  plot  againft  the  govern- 
ment has  been  difcovered  -,  a  great  number  of  let- 
ters and  papers  relating  to  it,  have  been  laid  before 
the  two  houfes  of  Parliament ;    thefe  have  been 
printed  and  publifhed  by  order  of  both  houfes : 
The  eyes,  not  only  of  our  own  country,  but  of  all 
Europe^    are  upon  us,    to  fee  what  we  will  do : 
Though  the  evidence  of  a  plot  in  general,    be  as 
clear  as  the  light  •,  and  the  evidence  againft  feveral 
particular  perfons  very  plain  ;  yet,  as  our  laws  are, 
it  is  not  what  we  call  legal  evidence  :    The  parties 
concerned  will  make  no  confeffion,    and  we  have 
not  the  methods  ufed  in  all  other  countries,  to  ex- 
tort confelTion  from  them  :  What  then  ?    Shall  we 
{xit  our  King  and  Country  in  danger,  and  do  nothing 
for  them  ?    Sh.dl  confpirators  go  on  with  total  im- 
punity, only  becaufe  they  are  obftinate,  and  artifi- 
cially fcreen  themfelves  behind  the  law  ^  I  doubt, 
my  Lords,  that  if  this  prove  the  cafe,  we  ftiall  ap- 
pear ridiculous  in  the  eyes  of  all  the  world  :    That 
cur  friends  and  enemies  both  at  home  and  abroad 
will  chink,  that  we  have  no  zeal  for  the  prefervation 
of  our  King  and  government ;  and  if  once  they  do 
think  fo,  your  Lordfhips  cannot  but  be  all  fenfible, 
how  this  muft  encourage  our  enemies  and  difcou- 

'  rage 
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VTagc  our  friends,  and  bring  us  into  that  contemptible 

*  ftate,in  which  nogovernment  was  ever  long  fupported . 

*  But  a  noble  Lord  has  been  pleafed  to  obfcrve, 
'  that  the  beft  way  to  ferve  the  government,  is  to  do 
«  popular;  things,  and  by  that  to  procure  the  love  of 
*Kthe  people.  I  perfe6lly  agree  in  this,  and  cannot 
*j' but  be  of  opinion,  that  this  government  has  done 
%  fo,  as  far  as  it  has  been  able :  Our  religion  has  been 
•"^.preferved ;  juftice  has  been  equally  adminiftred  to 

<  all  forts  of  people  ;  none  of  our  rights  or  liberties 

*  have  been  invaded  ;  we  have  lived  at  peace  at 
fi  home,  while  many  other  countries  have  fuffered  all 
«:the  miferies  of  war  ;  thefe  are,  or  I  am  fure  Ihould 
V  be,  efteemed  popular  things :  And  if  fome  other 
^things,  which  might  have  been  for  the  good  of  the 
^  people,  have  not  been  done  ;  it  has  been  the  fault 

<  of  thofe  that  complain  moft,    and  not  of  the  go- 

*  vernment.  And  if  there  be  difcontents  now  in  the 
f  kingdom,  it's  plain  that  the  foundation  of  them  was 

*  laid  long  ago  by  the  enemies  to  our  prefent  happy 

*  fettlement .  For  I  am  perfwaded,  that  the  difcon- 
*'.tents  were  higher  and  greater  within  four  months 

*  -after  the  king  came  to  England^  and  fhewed  them- 

*  feives  much  more,  in  a  number  of  rebellious  riots 

*  and  tumults,    than  any  thing  that  appears  at  pre- 

*  fcnt,  and  yet  nothing  then  could  be  obje6led  to  the 

*  government,  but  rhat  fome  perfons  were  not  prefer- 

*  red,  who  boih  before  and  fince  have  made  it  too 
*p "plain  that  they  were  not  fit  to  be  trufted.  But  as 
*Yit  is  the  duty  of  thofe  in  power,  to  do  all  the  popu- 

*  Jkr  things  they  can  ;  fo,  I  mufl  beg  leave  to  ob- 
*:'ferve,  that  it  is  the  duty  of  all  the  fubjedis,  (and  the 
*r  greater  they  are,  the  more  it  is  their  duty)  to  put 
*3the  beft  interpretation  upon  the  adlions  of  the  go- 
•'ivemraenr,  that  things  will  bear;  not  to  mifrepre- 
'"feat^not  to  put  falfe  colours  upon  things ;  and 
•icmuch  morenot  to  invent  lies  and  (landers,  and  dif- 
<ljpBrfe':^-em:  upwind  down  the  kingdom,  in  order  to 
*^lJeriate  the  affecflions  of  the  people  :  Thefe  things 

'  have 
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'  have  been  done,  and  done  with  great  care  and  dili- 

*  gence,  and  by  fome  too,  who  would  take  it  very 

*  ill  to  be  called  Jacobites.  Thefe  are  the  chief  cau- 
«  fes  of  the  difaffed:ion  among  us,  and  indeed  of  all 

*  the  real  grievances  we  labour  under.  Is  the  King 
'  forced  to  put  the  nation  to  charges,  to  keep  up  a 
«  greater  number  of  forces  than  otherwife  would  be 

*  needful  ?    It  is  intirely  owing  to  this  caufe.     Are 

*  our  debts  not  paid  ?  Is  our  credit  not  fo  good  as  we 
«  would  be  glad  to  have  it  ?  Let  this  artificial  railing 
'  of  difcon tents  once  ceafe,    and  thefe  things   will 

*  quickly  mend  of  themfelves.  Indeed,  were  this 
«  time  for  it,  I  think  it  might  plainly  be  proved,  that 
'  the  debts  we  labour  under  had  never  been  contra6l- 
'  ed,  but  for  this  abfurd  difcontented  humour :  Nay, 
'  it  is  to  this,  that  we  entirely  owe  the  danger  we  are 

*  in  from  this  very  plot ;  for  it's  very  plaii:  :^' om  all 
'  the  intelligence  we  have  about  it,  that  it  was  carried 
'  on  upon  the  confidence,  that  all  difcontented  per- 
'  fons  were  Jacobites ;  and  tho'  the  confpirators  did 

*  in  this  greatly  deceive  themfelves ;  yet  it's  certain, 

■  that  they  built  their  hopes  upon  this  foundation. 

'  But  it's  farther  faid  by  the  fame  noble  Lord,  that 
'  this  extraordinary  way  of  proceeding,  will  not  pro- 

*  cure  friends  to  the  K  ing,  but  will  rather  anger  and  pro- 

*  voke,  and  fo  hurt  his  interefl  inftead  of  helping  it. 

*  To  this  I  anfwer,  that  I  do  indeed  fufpedl,  that 
many  people  will  be  angry ;  as  I  hear  the  Ja- 
cobites tlifough  the  kingdom  are :  A  plain  evi- 
dence  this,  that  they  do  not  think  that  the  friends 

■  of  King  George  aie  worrying  one  another;  for  they 
would  not  be  angry  at  that.  Thofe  that  mofl:  de- 
fire  to  deftroy  our  liberties,  are  become,  upon  this 
occafion,  the  great  patrons  of  liberty  ;  as  indeed 
they  have  been  in  a  great  meafure  ever  fmce  the 
revolution,  when  any  thing  has  beenpropofcd  for 
the  fupport  of  the  government.  No  fooner  were 
their  fchemes  of  arbitrary  power  in  the  time  of 
K'mg  James  overturned,    ^d  a  new  government 

jin:^tii.  ^ii:  '  fettled 
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*  fettled  which  they  did  not  like  ;  but  they,  in  or- 
«  der  to  deftroy  it,  fet  themfelves  againft  every 
c  thing  that  was  neceflary  for  its  defence',  under  the 
i  colour  of  liberty  ;  that  is,  they  defired  to  have 
«  their  ov/n  hands  as  loofe  as  pofTible,  to  hurt  it ; 
«  and  the  hands  of  the  government  as  much  tied 
<  up  us  poflible,  that  it  fhould  not  be  able,  either 
«  to  hurt  them,  or  defend  it  felf  Thus  at  pre- 
«  fent,    they  clamour  againft  the  additional  forces, 

*  though  eftablifhed  by  Parliament  •,    and   againft 

*  all  methods,    either   to   difcover  or  punifh  the 

*  confpiracy.  And  they  judge  right  in  this  for 
«  their  caufe,  becaufe,  if  they  could  have  carried 
«'  thefe  points  to  their  mind,    they  might  then  be 

*  more  free  in  carrying  on  their  plots,  and  with 
«  lefs  danger  put  them   in  execution.     For   thefe 

*  reafons  I  take  for  granted,    that  all  thefe  people 

*  will  be  angry  •,    but  I  cannot  but  be  of  opinion 

*  that  it  is  much  better  they  fhould  be  angry  with 

*  us  for  defending  ourfelves-,    than  that  they  iliould, 

*  firft  fneer  at  us,  as  fools  for  negleding  our  de- 
'  fence  j  and  then  be  able  more  eafily  to  undo  us. 

'  As  to  others,    that  polTibly  may  be  difpleafed 
'  at  what  we  are  now  doing,    I  would  hope,  that 

*  a  little    time   and    confideration   will   fet    them 

*  right,    and   convince  them,    that  it  is  not  only 

*  juft,  but  (all  things  confidered)    necejffary  to  be 

*  done  ',    becaufe,    if  the  Parliament  do,   upon  this 

*  occafion,    fliew  their  zeal  in   the  defence  of  the 

*  government,  it  will  animate  and  give  courage  to 
'  the  friends  of  it,  both  at  home  and  abroad.     Fo- 

*  reign  powers  will  be  apt  to  court  the  friendfhip 

*  of  a  Prince,  at  the  head  of  a  mighty  kingdom  ; 
'  if  they  fee,    that  he  and  his  pofterity  are  like  to 

*  continue  there :    All  the  affairs  of  the  kingdom, 

*  which  refpedl  them,  will  be  m:  raged  with  more 
'  eafe,  with  more  honour,    and  with  lefs  expence  •, 

*  and  they  will  be  inclined,  not  to  foment,  but  to 
'  difcover  plots,    if  they  come  to  their  knowledge. 

'  But 
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'  But*  on  the  contrary,  if  we  give  them  any  reafon 
'  to  fufpefl,  that  we  look  another  way,  they  will 
'  quickly  do  fo  too,  and  ftrive  v/hich  Ihall  be  for- 
'  wardeft  to  help  the  Pretender  to  involve  us  in 
'  blood   and   ruin.       And   as   to   the   fubjedls   at 

*  home,  I  would  only  obferve,  that  all  mankind 
'  are  apt   to  fhew   moft   zeal  for  a  government, 

*  when  they  think  it  fafe,    and  like  to  (land,  and 

*  be  able  to  protedl  them  :  But  to  fufpe(5l  the  con- 
'  trary,  is  a  moft  dangerous  temptation  to  the  fide- 
'  lity  of  fubjefts,    as  has  been  feen  by  the  expe- 

*  rience  of  all  ages.  And  therefore  I  hope,  that 
'  your  LordOiips  will,  by  your  unanimity  and 
'  zeal  in  this  m.acter,  effedlually  convince  the  world; 
'  that  the  danger  does  and  fliall  lie,  in  oppofmg, 
'  and  not  in  defending  the  prefent  government. 

'  I   hope   what  I  have    been   faying,     has   con- 

*  vinced  your  Lordfhips^    both  of  the  juftice  and 

*  prudence  of  this  bill ;  give  me  leave  to  obferve 

*  that  your  moderation  has  been  very  great  too, 
'  both  in  giving  fo  full  and  fair  a  hearing,  and  in' 
'  making  the  penalties  fo  much  lefs  than  the  crimesr 
'  defer ve.  It  is  not  above  a  year  fmce  the  plot 
'  was  firft  difcovered;  a  plot  of  a  moft  defperate 
'  nature,    to  feize  the   perfons   of  the    King   and 

*  Prince,  and  to  bring  in  a  popifti  Pretender  upon 
'  us.     The  execution  of  which,    was  to  be  begun 

*  by  ftmi'.g  the  Tower^  and  attacking  the  city  of 
'  London  on  all  fides;  and  was  thence  to  fpread 
'  it  fclf  into  all  parts  of  the  kingdom.  Lordf 
'  what  confufion,  what  murthers,  what  plunder- 
'  ing,  wliat  burnings  muft  this  have  caufed? 
'  Whatever  had  been  the  ifllie,  the  very  attempt 
'  muft  probably  have  occafioned  the  facking  and 
'  burning  of  this  great  city  :  The  utter  iofs  at  once 
'  of  all  public  credit :  The  murther  of  inPiuite 
'  numbers  of  people  :  The  aftonifhment  and  amaze- 
'  ment,    and  undoing  of  almoft  all,    but  of  thofe 

*  vile  wretches  who  would  have  had  the  plunder- 
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ing  of  all  fides :  If  it  had  gone  on,  how  many 
of  the  noble  Lords  that  I  now  fee,  would  have 
been  before  this  in  their  graves?  But  I  forbear 
going  any  farther  in  this  tragical  reprefentation, 
and  defire  only  to  obferve  ;  that  though  it  has 
been  difcovered  about  a  year,  how  very  little  of 
it  we  yet  know ;  and  I  do  appeal  to  your  Lord- 
Ihips  confideration,  who  know  the  ftate  of  the 
world  very  well,  whether  there  be  any  country 
in  it,  either  bond  or  free,  which,  had  they  dif- 
covered but  a  fifth  part  of  what  we  know  of  a 
plot  of  this  nature,  would  not  in  a  week's  time 
have  found  means  to  get  to  the  bottom  of  it. 
However,  my  Lords,  I  (till  commend  your  mo- 
deration ;  and  no  hope,  that  we  Ihall  never  find 
reafon  to  repent  of  it,  and  that  this  little  which 
is  now  doing,  will  be  a  warning  to  confpirators, 
not  to  provoke  farther  the  patience  of  an  injur- 
ed nation.  I  doubt  not  but  upon  this  and  all 
other  occafions,  your  Lordfhips  will  be  ready  to 
Hand  by  a  wife,  and  a  good,  and  a  merciful 
Prince;  and  that  you  will,  according  to  your 
oaths,  defend  him,  againft  all  treafons,  and  trai- 
terous  confpiracies  whatfoever.  And  in  the  laft 
place,  give  me  leave  as  a  chriftian  and  a  prote- 
ftant  Bifhop,  to  hope,  you  will  do  your  befl", 
that  a  popilh  Pretender  may  never  be  fet  at  the 
head  of  this  proteflant  church :  One,  who  muft 
think  himfelf  bound  in  confcience  to  dellroy  it, 
and  inftead  of  that  pure  religion  which  we  now 
enjoy,  bring  in  horrible  fuperftition  and  idolatry, 
nonfenfe  and  tyranny ;  attended  with  all  the  fad 
calamities,  which  popifh  Princes  always  have 
brought,  and  always  muft  bring  upon  prote- 
flant countries. 

The  other  fpeeches  in  the  houfe  of  Lords  upon  this 
occafion,  will  be  incerted  in  the  ninth  volume. 

A  P  P  E  N- 
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THE 

FIRST   REPORT 

Of  the  Committee  of  Secrecy, 

TH  E  Committee  of  fecrecy  appointed  to 
inquire  into  all  proceedings  relating  ro  the 
execution  of  the  adl  paffed  laft  feflion  of  Par- 
liament, (intitled,  an  a5l  fcr  enabling  the  South-fea 
company  to  encreafe  their  prefent  capital/lock  andfund^ 
&c.)  have  endeavoured,  with  continued  application, 
to  difcharge  the  trull  repofed  in  them.  At  the  en- 
trance into  their  inquiry,  they  obferved  the  matterss 
referred  to  them  were  of  great  variety  and  extent. 
Meny  perfons  were  intruded  with  different  parts  in 
the  execution  of  this  law,  and  under  the  colour  there- 
of a6ted  in  an  unwarrantable  manner,  in  difpofing 
of  the  properties  of  many  thoufands  of  perfons,  a^ 
mounting  to  many  millions  of  m.oney.  ": 

In  the  progrefs  of  their  inquiry  your  Com.  found 
it  attended  with  many  difficulties.  '.  .- : 

In  feme  of  the  books  produced  before  them,  falfe 
and  fidtitiou^  entries  were  made>  .  in:  others,  entries 
with  blanks-,  in  other  entries  with  razures,  and  alte- 
rations ;  and  in  others,  leaves  were  torn  out.     They 
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found  farther,  that  fome  books  had  been  deftroyed, 
and  others  taken  away  or  fecreted  •,  neverthelcfs, 
your  Com.  are  enabled  to  lay  fome  matters  of  im- 
portance before  the  houfe  for  their  prefent  confide- 
ration. 

The  firft  matter  that  offered  it  felf  to  the  confidc- 
'  ration  of  your  Com.  was  a  fcene  of  iniquity  and  cor- 
ruption, the  difcovery  of  which  your  Com.  con- 
ceived to  be  of  the  higheft  importance  to  the  honour 
of  Parliaments,  and  the  fecurity  of  his  Majefty's  go- 
vernment. 

Your  Com.  obferved,  in  the  account  laid  before 
the  houfe  by  the  court  diredors  of  the  South-Jeo  com- 
pany, purfuant  to  your  order  of  the  12th  day  of 
December^  that  the  com;pany  were  therein  fuppofed 
to  have  received  the  fum  of  1,259,325/.  upon  ac- 
count of  .ftock  fold  to  the  amount  of  574,500/. 
ftock :  Whereupon  your  Com.  ordered  the  compa- 
ny's cafh  book  to  be  laid  before  them,  and  upon  in- 
fpedion  thereof,  they  found  (at /^/.  120,  and  121.) 
the  feveral  entries  of  ftock,  as  fold  for  the  company, 
annexed  at  the  end  of  this  report,  No.  i .  the  total 
of  which  entries  amount  to  the  faid  fums  of  574,500/. 
in  ftock,  and  of  1,259,325/.  in  cafti ;  but  it  is  very 
obfervable,  that  from  the  article  of  the  4th  of  Februa- 
ry, 1719,  unto  that  of  the  12th  of  yf/r/7  1720,  both 
inclufive,  there  is  no  mention  made  of  the  name  of 
any  perfon  whatfoever,  to  whom  the  ftock  is  fup- 
pofed to  be  fold. 

The  whole  accounts  comprehended  in  thefe  two 
pages  of  the  cafh  book,  and  entered  in  this  concealed 
manner,  appear,  neverthelefs,  to  have  been  ftated 
and  balanced  by  the  company's  Com.  of  treafury, 
without  expreffing  the  day  when  fuch  accounts  were 
ftated,  and  are  fubfcribed  by  Sir  John  Fellows^  then 
fub-governor,  Mr.  Charles  Joye^  then  deputy-gover- 
nor. Sir  Lambert  Bkckwell,  Sir  Robert  ChafUn^  Sir 
Theodore  Janjfen^  Mr.  Jacob  Sawbridge^  and  Stephen 
Child,  then  diredtors,  all  of  them  of  the  faid  Com. 
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and  Sir  Robert  Chaplin,  Sir  Theodore  Janffen^  and 
Mr.  Sawhridge^  at  that  time  members  of  this  houfe. 

Your  Com.  upon  this  occafion,  take  the  liberty 
to  remind  the  houfe  of  a  remarkable  period  in  the 
laft  feffion  of  Parliament ;  that  upon  the  2d  of  Fe- 
bruary^ 1719.  the  houfe  agreed  to  the  report  of  the 
Com.  of  the  whole  houfe,  appointed  to  confider  of 
that  part  of  his  Majefty's  fpeech,  which  related  to 
the  public  debts,  that  the  propofals  made  by  the 
South-fea  company  fhould  be  accepted,  and  ordered 
a  bill  to  be  brought  in  purfant  to  the  faid  refolution, 
which  bill  having  pafTed  this  houfe,  and  afterwards 
the  houfe  of  Peers,  had  the  royal  affent  upon  Thurf- 
day  the  yth  of  Jpril,   1720. 

Your  Com.  furprized  to  fee  fo  large  an  account  of 
flock  difpofed  of  by  the  company,  before  the  palling 
the  bill  to  enable  the  company  to  increafe  their  ca- 
pital flock  and  fund,  and  before  any  fubfcription  or 
redemption  could  be  made,  whereby  their  capital 
flock  was  increafed,  proceeded  to  examine  carefully 
into  that  tianfaftion. 

And  upon  examination  of  the  late  fub  and  depu- 
ty-governors, and  the  late  dire(5lors  of  the  South  fe4£> 
company,  Mr.  Robert  Knight^  then  cafhier,  Mr, 
Robert  Surman^  then  deputy  cafhier,  Mr.  John 
Grigsby^  then  accountant,  Mr.  Charles  Lockyer^  thon 
fecond  accountant,  and  Mr.  Matthew  Weyrnoni[old 
broker,  ic  manifellly  appeared  to  your  Com.  that 
the  company  at  that  time  was  not  pofTfrfTed  of  fuch 
a  quantity  of  flock,  whereof  they  could  then  make 
an  a6lual  fale  and  transfer,  the  company  having  at 
that  time,  in  their  own  right,  only  a  fmall  qwanticy  of 
ftock,  not  exceeding  25,000/.  or  30,000/.  at  the- 
mofl.  And  upon  the  infpection  of  the  transfer  books 
of  that  time,  as  well  as  upon  examination  of  the  before- 
mentioned  perfons,  your  Com.  cannot  find  any 
transfers  made  by  the  company,  of  any  part  of  that 
great  quantity  of  flock,  at  the  times  fpecified  in  the 
cafh-book,  (excepting  to  the  Duke  of  Portland^  the 
a  2  Lord 
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Lord  Delawar,  and  the  honourable  John  Wefty 
Efq;  who  fold  their  annuities  to  the  company)  and 
no  account  of  any  transfers  of  fuch  {lock  has  as  yet 
been  given  into  this  houfe,  although  by  your  order 
of  the  1 7th  of  December  laft  it  was  exprefly  required. 

Upon  farther  examination  of  the  perlbns  before- 
mentioned,  your  Com.,  difcovered,  that  this  fuppofed 
fale  of  flock  was  colourably  entered  in  the  book  for 
the  benefit  of  perfons,  whofe  names  were  defigned 
to  be  concealed,  with  intention  to  make  an  interefl  in 
favour  of  the  company,  and  to  facilitate  the  accep- 
tance, of  the  Souih-fea  propofals,  and  the  palTing  of 
the  bill,  which  were  at  that  time  depending  in  Par- 
liament. And  to  that  end,  the  late  fub  and  deputy 
governors,  S'wjohn  Blunt,  Mr.  Gibbon^  Mr.  Chejier, 
and  Mr.  Holditch,  late  dirdors,  who  had  the  care  of 
foliciting  the  palTing  the  bill,  together  with  Mr. 
Knight  the  calhier,  had  the  power  of  difpofing  of 
this  flock. 

And  the  general  method  by  which  this  pradice 
was  carried  on,  was  thus. 

This  flock  was  fet  down  as  fold  at  feveral  days, 
and  at  feveral  prices,  from  150/.  percent,  10325/. 
fer  cent,  and  was  from  thofe  times  to  be  efleemed  as 
taken  in,  or  holden  by  the  company,  for  the  benefit 
of  the  pretended  purchafers,  although  no  mutual 
agreement  was  then  made  for  the  delivery,  or  accep- 
tance of  the  flock,  at  any  certain  time,  and  although 
no  money  was  paid  down,  nor  any  depofit,  or  other 
fecurity,  given  to  the  company  for  payment,  by  the 
fuppofed  purchafers :  So  that  if  the  price  of  flock 
had  fallen,  as  might  be  expeded  if  the  fcheme  had 
mifcarried,  no  lofscould  have  been  fuflained  by  them ; 
but  if  the  price  of  flock  fhould  advance  (as  it  aflu- 
ally  did  by  the  fuccefs  of  the  fcheme)  the  difference 
by  the  advance  price  was  to  be  made  good  to  the 
pretended  purchafers  ;  and  accordingly  the  account 
of  fuch  flock  was  made  up,  and  adjufted  with  Mr. 
Kjjis-ht,  and  the  money  arifmg  by  the  difference  of 
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the  price  between  ihe  times  of  fuch  taking  in,  or 
holding  of  the  flock,  and  the  making  fuch  adjuft- 
ments,  was  paid,  or  allowed,  out  of  the  company's 
cafh,  to  the  pretended  purchafers  -,  but  no  entries  of 
fuch  adjuftments,  or  of  names  of  the  perfons  with 
whom  the  faid  were  made,  appear  to  your  Com,  in 
any  of  the  books  of  the  company. 

Sir  Theodore  Janjfen  affirmed,  that  when  the  faid 
account  in  the  cafh  book  was  laid  by  Mr.  Knight 
before  their  Com.  of  treafury,  to  be  pafTed  and 
figned,  an  objection  being  made,  that  blanks  were 
left  for  the  buyers  of  this  flock,  the  late  fub-gover- 
nor,  and  Mr.  Knight^  fliid,  there  were  reafons  for 
pafling  the  account  in  that  manner,  and  that  the 
flock  was  difpofed  of  to  perfons  whofe  names  were 
not  proper  to  be  known  to  a  great  m  my,  but  at  a  fit 
time  a  perfe6l  account  thereof  fhould  be  made  up, 
and  that  if  the  bill  did  pafs  the  flock  would  be  well 
fold. 

Mr.  Robert  Surman  declared,  that  about  the  3d 
o^  Aprils  1720,  yiv.  Knight  thecafhier,  fhewed  him 
that  account  of  flock  fold  in  the  cafh-book  {FoL 
120,  and  121)  and  told  the  examinant,  that  there 
was  a  Com.  appointed  to  look  into  the  flate  of  the 
cafh  that  night,  and  that  he  (Mr.  Knight)  having 
thereby  charged  himfelf  with  the  value  of  fo  large 
a  quantity  of  flock  fold,  would  appear  to  have  a 
great  fum  of  money  in  his  hands,  which  he  really 
had  not,  and  therefore  faid,  he  would  write  off  a 
fuppofcd  fum  of  800,000/.  as  lent  by  the  company 
to  fundry  perfons  upon  400,000/.  ftock,  and  Mr. 
Knight  did  then  accordingly  enter  the  fame  with  his 
own  hand  {FoL  120.}  of  the  faid  caih-book,  in  the 
following  words, 

*^   1720.  April  3.  ^ 

^'  By  loan  to  fundrys  on  fecurity  off      /. 
^'  400,000  /.  Soutk-fea  flock,  at  an^  800,000 
*'  intereil  of  5  /,  per  cent,  per  annum,  j 
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That  Mr.  Robert  Surman  farther  declared,  he  did 
not  know  that  any  part  of  the  faid  money  was  really 
lent,  but  the  entry  was  made  to  that  effedl  by  Mr. 
Knight,  with  an  intention  to  anfwer  in  part  the  ac- 
count of  Hock  fold :  he  believed  alfo  that  the  entry 
in  the  fame  book  was  written  by  Mr.  Knight ^  as  fol- 

JOWS,    {Fol.  121.) 

«  Jpril  14. 

*'  By  account  of  loan   on  South-fea^     . 
*'  flock,  lent  fco  fundries  on  fecurity^ 
*'  of  100,000/.  flock  at  250,  at  an^    5O5OOO 
*'  interefl  of  5  per  cent,  per  annum ^ 

As  to  the  greateft  part,  if  not  the  whole  of  that 
film,  it  was  entered  with  the  fame  view  ;  and  the 
examinant  at  that  time  took  it,  that  this  flock  en- 
tered as  fold  in  in  the  cafh-book,  was  not  paid  for, 
and  for  that  reafon  Mr.  Knight  entered  thefe  fums  of 
800,000/.  and  250,000  /.  as  aflually  difburfed,  to 
help  to  make  a  balance  upon  the  account,  as  it  now 
flands  in  the  cafli-book. 

That  the  examinant  obferving  the  faid  entry  of 
flock  fold,  Mr.  Knight  told  him,  that  it  was  a  tranf- 
a6tion  of  a  private  nature,  and  that  a  great  part  of 
it  w::s  difpofed  of  toperfons  of  difcindlion. 

Mr.  Afidl.,  one  of  the  late  direftors,  likewife  de-^ 
clared,  that  he  believed  the  faid  article  of  loan  of 
8CO5C00  /.  on  400,000  /.  ftock,  was  entered  as  a 
blind  to  anfwer  the  account  ol  receipts  on  the  other 
fide  of  the  cafh-book,  for  that  he  could  not  find  any 
minute  thereof  in  the  other  books  of  the  company. 
Mr.  Stephen  Child  faid,  that  he  took  the  articles 
of  frock  bought  and  fold  in  the  cafh-book,  to  be 
fiditious,  and  to  be  entered  in  that  manner  pierely 
to  rr'ake  a  balance. 

V\/h;ill  your  Com.  had  this  matter  under  examir 
'pation,  viz,  upon  the  27th  day  o\Ja?iiiary  lall,  the 
court  of  dircCtois  (puriuant  to  your  order  of  the  lytli 
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o^  December  preceding,  requiring  a  particular  ac- 
count of  this  ftock  fold,  and  by  whom,  and  to  whom 
transferred)  laid  before  this  houfe  a  book,  contain- 
ing an  account  of  ftock  foki,  as  they  received  it  from 
their  Com.  of  treafury,  without  mentioning  that  any 
part  of  fuch  ftock  was  actually  transferred. 

And  your  Com.  examining  into  that  account. 
Sir  John  Blunt  (from  whom  your  Com.  received  the 
firft  material  informations)  the  late  fub  and  deputy- 
governors,  Mr.  Gibhn,  Mr.  Jfreil,  Mr.  Chefler,  late 
directors,  and  Mr.  Robert  Surman,  informed  them, 
that  they  believed,  and  that  it  was  generally  fo  un- 
derftood  among  the  diredors)  that  the  faid  account 
laid  before  this  houfe,  is  not  a  true  account  •,  and 
that  there  are  many  fiditious  names  therein,  as  the 
names  of  feveral  brokers  and  others,  which  are  made 
ufe  of  to  cover  the  names  of  other  perfons,  who 
had  the  real  benefit  of  fuch  ftock,  and  who  never- 
thelefs  are  not  mentioned  in  that  account,  but  that 
the  names  of  perfons  of  diftindlion  or  condition  there- 
in contained  are  real. 

Mr.  Jfiell  declared,  that  preffing  Mr.  Knight  upon 
the  repeated  orders  of  the  diredors  to  make  up  the 
account  of  this  ftock,  Mr.  Knrgbt  anfvvered,  that 
he  could  not  comply  with  thefe  orders,  without  giving 
up  forty  or  fifty  of  the  company's  beft  friends. 

Mr.  Roi^crt  Su?^man  gave  your  Com.  a  flirther  ex- 
planation of  the  framing  this  account,  as  follows. 

That  ftnce  the  order  of  the  houfe  requiring  this 
account,  he  aftifted  Mr.  Knigbt  in  preparing  a 
draught  thereof,  and  by  Mr.  Knight's  diredion,  he 
wrote  down  feveral  names,  which  Mr.  Knight  read 
to  him  out  of  a  book  with  a  green  cover,  wherein 
Mr.  Knight  had  kept  an  account  of  this  ftock  en- 
tered in  the  cafti-book  of  the  company,  and  alio  of 
fubfcriptions,  but  believed  Mr.  Knight  did  not  give 
him  all  the  true  names,  becaufe  Mr.  Knight  fome- 
times  turned  over  a  leaf  or  two  v>^ithout  giving  him 
a  name,    akho'  there  were  in  thofe  leaves  names  of 
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perfons  with  whom  an  account  was  there  entered. 
And  Mr.  Surman  farther  faid,  that  he  remembered, 
that  in  the  fame  book,  at  the  head  of  a  large  ac- 
count, wherein  the  debtor  fide  came  near  to  the  bot- 
tom of  the  page,  hefaw,  t\\t  nTLm^o^John  Aiflabie^ 
Efq-,  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer^  but  Mr. 
Knight  turned  over  that  leaf,  and  did  not  give  him 
that  name  to  infert  in  the  account. 

That  at  the  head  of  another  account,  in  the  fame 
book,    be  faw  the  name  of  James  Craggs,  Efq-, 

That  at  the  head  of  another  account  in  that  book, 
he  faw  the  name  of  Charles  Stanhope,  Efq; 

All  which  were  accounts  of  flock  and  fubfcrip- 
tions,  but  Mr.  Knight  left  out  all  thefe  names  in  this 
account ;  and  after  it  was  thus  drawn  out  from  the 
green  book,  and  from  fome  letters  which  Mr.  Knighi 
then  delivered  to  this  examinant,the  fums  not  coming 
right,  Mr.  Knight  made  feveral  alterations  in  the 
names  and  prices,  and  inferted  other  names  and  prices 
to  frame  the  account  in  the  manner  it  now  appears. 
Mr.  Francis  Hawes,  one  of  the  late  diredors,  like- 
wife  declared,  that  about  the  time  of  making  the 
lafl  Midfummer  dividend,  Mr.  Knight  informed  him, 
that  he  (Mr.  Knight)  held  flock  iovjohn  Aijlahie,  Efq; 
and  that  he  had  an  account  of  flock  depending  with 
Mr.  Aijlabie,  and  the  examinant  believed  tha't  fuch 
flock  had  been  taken  in  fome  time  before,  and  that 
Mr.  Knight  held  fuch  flock  with  the  company's 
money. 

And  the  examinant  added,  that  he  believed  the 
reafon  of  entering  the  574,500/.  flock  fold  in  the 
cafh-book,  was  to  give  perfons  an  opportunity  of  hav- 
ing flock  at  low  prices,  and  that  great  part  of  the  flock 
fold  was  difpofed  of  for  the  forwarding  the  bill. 

Your  Com.  proceeding  to  examine  Sir  John  Blunt, 
cor.cerr.ing  the  difpofal  of  the  ^di'mousSonth-fea  flock 
before-mentioned,  he  acquainted  them,  that  the  latter 
end  of  February,  or  the  beginning  of  March  lafl, 
Mr.  Knight  told  him,  and  (as  he  remembered)  the 
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late  deputy-governor,  Mr.  Gibbon^  and  Mr.  Chefter^ 
that  Mr.   Craggs  the  poft-mafter  defired  to   have 
80,000/.  (lock  bought,  or  taken  in,    at  the  current 
price,  viz.  50,000/.  tor  the  Earl  o^  Sunderland^  or 
his  friends,    and  the  remaining  30,000/.  for  Mr. 
Craggs^  or  his  friends :  That  this  requeft  was  com- 
plyed  with,    and  80,000/.  of  the  company's  ftock 
was  dire6i:ed  to  be  applyed  accordingly,  which  the 
examinant  takes  to  be  part  of  the  fum  of  1 13,000/. 
entered  into  the  company's  cafh  book  as  fold  on  the 
27th  day  of  February    1719,    at    175/.  per  Cent. 
That  no  money  appears  to  have  been  paid  for  the 
above-mentioned  80,000/.     But  Sir  John  Blunt  faid 
that  fome  time  in  March  Mr.  Knight  fhewed  him  a 
note  for  the  50,000/.  ftock,  figned  Sunderland.^  which 
Mr.  Knight  faid  was  the  Earl  of  Sunderland^s  hand, 
and  the  examinant  believed  it  to  be  fo,  having  feen 
his  Lordlhip's  hand  to  treafury-warrants  and  orders. 
The  note,  to  the  beft  of  his  remembrance,  was  to 
the  etFedl  following.     That  whereas  Mr.  Knight  had 
bought  feveral  parcels  of  South-fea  ftock  for  the  Earl 
of  Sunderland.,  the  particulars  of  which  were  thereia 
fpecifyed,amount!ng  in  the  whole  to  50,0000/.  ftock, 
at  feveral  prices,  the  money  payable  for  which  a- 
mounts  tp  more  than   80,000  .  his  Lordfhip  pro- 
mifed  to  pay  the  faid  money,    with  intereft,    at  a 
certain  time  therein  mentioned :  That  fince  the  be- 
ginning of  this  feftion  of  Parliament,  the  examinant 
and  Mr.  Knight  difcourfmg  about  the  companys  fic- 
titious ftock,    and  particularly  coi  cerning  the  Earl 
of  Sundcrla?jdh  part  of  it,  the  examinant  afked  how 
he   would  conceal  that?  Mr,  Knight  replyed,    he 
would  go  thro'  thick  and  thin  rather  than  difcover 
it.     That  the  examinant  does  not  know  of  any  mo- 
ney paid,  or  note,   or  other  fecurity,  given  by  Mr, 
Cra^gs  for  the   30,000/.  refidue  of  the  80,000/. 
ftock. 

Mr.  Edward  Gibbon.,  another  of  the  late  direflors 
faid,  that  Mr.  Knight  told  him,  that  fome  time  in 

February^ 
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Fehruary^  17 19,  he  was  to  fupply  and  furniili  the 
'E-^vloi  Sunderland,  with  50,000/.  flock,  at  between 
170  and  180/.  per  Cent,  which  was  the  price  of 
Hock  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Joye,  late  deputy-governour  declared,  that 
Mr.  Knight,  about  ten  or  eleven  months  fince,  told 
him,  that  100,000/.  flock  mufl  be  referved  for  Mr. 
Craggsofiht  pofl-office,  in  trufl  for  others;  where- 
upon the  examinant  afking,  what!  for  my  Lord 
Sunderland',  he  replyed,  not  for  himfelf,  but  his 
friends.  Mr.  Joye  fiid  farther,  that  Mr.  Knight  told 
him  fince  the  inquiry  began,  that  the  fum  promifcd 
to  Mr.  Craggs  was  but  30,000/. 

The  before  named  James  Craggs,  Efq ;  being  ex- 
amined, faid,  that  he  never  did  apply  to  Mr.  Knight^ 
or  any  other  perfon  whatfoever,  to  have  any  of  the 
company's  flock,  or  to  have  any  flock  taken  in  for 
him  by  the  company. 

Mr.  Richard  Holditch^  another  of  the  late  dire(51:ors5 
faid,  that  he  was  told  by  Mr.  Knight,  That  50,000/. 
of  the  company's  flock,  faid  to  be  fold,  was  held  for 
a  noble  Lord  in  a  high  flation.  That  he  apprehend- 
ed and  believed  that  by  the  Lord  in  a  high  flation, 
Mr.  Knight  meant  the  Earl  of  Sunderland  \  but  Mr. 
Knight  being  fince  afl^ed  about  it,  faid,  that  it  did 
not  go  that  way,  but  it  went  another  way,  or  words 
ro  that  effe6l. 

Your  Com.  in  the  courfe  of  Sir  John  Blunth  ex- 
amination afkrd  him,  whether  he  knew  of  any  more 
of  the  company's  flock  difpofed  of,  in  order  to  fa- 
cilitate the  pafling  the  bill  .^  He  anfwered,  that  he 
believed  the  Dutchefs  of  Kendal,  her  two  n^'eces,  and 
the  Countefs  of  Platen,  were  the  perfons  for  whofe 
benefit  36^000/.  flock  was  entered  in  the  company's 
cafh-book,  as  fold  on  the  4th  of  February,  17 19. 
•  That  fome  time  after  the  4th  day  of  February^ 
1719,  and  while  the  faid  fcheme,  or  bill,  was  de- 
pending in  the  houfe,  Mr.  Secretary  Craggs,  in 
IFefiminJier^bally  {poke  to  him,  and  to  the  late  iub 

and 
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and  deputy-governours,  and  to  Mr.  Chefter^  on  the 
behalf  of  the  perfons  above-named,  and  faid,  he 
really  thought  it  was  for  the  intereft  of  the  company 
to  engage  perfons  of  their  rank  to  be  concerned  in 
it,  or  words  to  that  effe6t-,  whereupon  it  was  agreed, 
that  they  fhould  have  36,000/.  of  the  com>pany's 
ftock  at  the  price  mentioned,  which  was  150  per 
Cent,  altho'  the  market  price,  as  he  believed,  was 
then  fomewhat  bigger :  That  he  took  it  for  granted 
the  agreement  v/as  fince  made  good. 

That  Mr.  K?ugbi  had  the  management  of  this 
affair,  and  ufed  to  keep  an  account  of  the  (lock  thus 
difpofed  of  in  a  book  of  his  own  ;  but  he  then  ap* 
prehended  the  Dutchefs  of  Kendal^  and  the  Countefs 
of  Platen^  did  not  either  of  them  know  that  the  other 
was  to  have  any  flock. 

Sir  Joh72  Fellows^  late  fub-governour,  on  his  exami- 
nation faid,  that  whilft  the  propofals  from  the  South- 
fea  company,  or  the  bill  in  the  houie  of  Commons 
was  depending,  Mr.  Knight  told  him,  that  Mr.  Se- 
cretary Craggs  propofed,  that  12,000/.  of  the  com- 
pany's iiock  Ihould  be  difpofed  of  to  the  Dutchefs 
o{'  Kendal,   12,000/.  to  the  Countefs  of  Platen,  and 
12,000/.  to  the  Dutchefs's  two  neices.     The  exa- 
minant  agreed  they  fhould  have  the  ftock,  paying 
the  market  price,  which  was  then   above  150  per 
Cent,     But  Mr.  Knight  telling  the  examinant,  that 
he  thought  they  were  intituled  to  the  ftock  from  the 
firft  application  made  for  it,  at  which  time  the  price 
was  about  1^0  per  Cent-,  this  examinant  coniented 
that  they  fliould  have  it  at  that  price.  He  added  far- 
ther, that  Mr.  Secretary  Craggs  did  at  his  office  re- 
commend the  above-mentioned  propofal,   and  faid 
that  it  would  be  for  the  fervice  of  the  company  to 
have  fuch  perfons  proprietors.     He  faid  likewife, 
that  the  fame  propofal  was  at  another  time  made  to 
him  and  others  by  Mr.   Secretary   Craggs    in   JVeft^ 
minfttr-halL     That  the  examinant  and  the  deputy- 
governor  vmited  on  the  Dutchefs  of  Kendaly  and  ac- 
quainted 


12  APPENDIX. 

quainted  her  with  the  propofals,  and  that  Mr.  Knight 
Ihould  have  orders  to  follow  her  diredtions,  and  de- 
fired  her  good  offices  on  the  company's  behalf;  that 
the  Dutchefs  received  them  civilly,  and  thanked 
them  for  it.  The  examinant  faid  alfo,  That  a  letter 
was  wrote  by  Mr.  Knight  to  the  Countefs  of  Platen^ 
figned  by  the  examinant,  and  the  deputy-governor, 
to  acquaint  her  with  the  faid  propofal,  and  that  fhe 
wrote  an  anfwer,  fignifying  her  acceptance,  but  that 
he  had  loft  the  letter. 

Mr.  Edward  Gibbon^  another  of  the  faid  diredtors, 
being  examined,  declared,  That  whilft  the  South  fea 
bill  was  depending  in  the  houfe,  he  was  at  a  con- 
verfation  in  Weftminfter-hall^  at  which  were  prefent 
Mr.  Stcretary  Craggs^  the  fub  and  deputy-governors, 
and  Mr.  Chejler^  where  Mr.  Secretary  propofed,  that 
about  30,000/.  ftock  fhould  be  difpofed  of  to  cer- 
tain ladies,  whofe  having  ftock  would  be  of  fervice 
to  the  company,  or  to  that  effed,  which  was  con- 
fented  to ;  and  he  believed  they  were  foreigners,  but 
did  not  know  their  names. 

'bAv.Joye^  the  late  deputy-governor,  informed  the 
Com.  that  fome  time  before  the  above-mentioned 
converfation  in  Weftminfter-hall^  Mr.  Knight  told  him 
Mr.  Secretary  Craggs  had  mentioned  to  him,  that 
it  would  be  advifable  to  have  fome  great  ladies  con- 
cerned in  the  company's  ftock,  and  that  tht^y  ftiould 
have  it  at  150  per  Cent.  Th  it  foon  after  Sir  7^^» 
Fellows^  Mr.  Knight,  andhimlelf,  being  at  Mr.  Se-^ 
cretary  Cragg*s  office,  the  fame  propofal  was  again 
renewed  by  the  Secretary,  and  was  confented  to  by 
Sir  John  Fellows,  Mr.  Knight,  and  himfelf:  he  did 
not  exadlly  remember  the  proportions  in  which  the 
ftock  was  to  be  provided,  but  on  the  beft  recollect 
tion  he  could  make,  he  thought  the  Dutchefs  of 
X^«i<2/ was  to  have  10,000/.  ftock,  and  the  Countels 
of  Platen  the  like  fum,  and  the  Dutchefs^s  nieces 
5>ooo/.  each. 

Mr. 
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Mr.  Joye^  faid  alfo.  That  there  was  a  converfation 
with  Mr.  Secretary  Craggs  in  fVeJlminJier-hall^  con- 
cerning the  afore-mentioned  prcpofal ;  That  he  could 
not  recolle6t  what  then  pafled,  but  remembered  that 
foon  after  Sir  John  Fellows  and  himfelf  were  intro- 
duced to  the  Dutchefs  of  Kendal^  by  Mr.  Secretary 
Craggs,  who  interpreted  between  them ;  that  they  ac- 
quainted her  v/ith  the  offer,  and  that  direftions  would 
be  given  to  Mr.  Knight^  to  transfer  the  (lock  on  pay- 
ment of  the  money  *,  that  the  Dutchefs  feemed  well 
pleafed  with  !he  offer,  thanked  them,  and  wifhed 
them  good  fuccefs. 

He  farther  faid,  that  talking  with  Mr.  Knight^ 
lince  this  inquiry  began,  he  faid,  that  neither  the 
Dutchefs  of  Kendal^  nor  her  neiccs,  had  any  flock 
transferred  to  them,  but  that  the  Countefs  of  Platen 
had  ;  to  which  Mr.  Joye  replyed,  that  he  did  not 
believe  him. 

Mr.  Robert  Chefler,  one  of  the  late  diredors, 
being  examined  likewife  about  the  faid  converfation 
mlVeftminfter-hall,  concurred,  infubftance,  with  what 
Sir  John  Fellotvs  has  before  declared. 

Sir  John  Blunt  fud  likewife,  that  after  this  exami- 
nation on  Friday  the  27th  of  January  laft,  Mr.  Joye 
came  to  his  Lodgings,  and  alked  him  touching  what 
had  palfed  in  his  examination  before  your  Com; 
That  Sir  John  Blunt  told  him,  he  had  faid  nothing 
of  the  miniftry  :  What !  fays  Mr.  Joye^  nor  of  the 
ladies  neither  .?  To  which  Sir  John  replyed,  that  he 
had  not. 

That  on  Saturday  the  28th  of  January  lafl,  foori 
after  Sir  John  Blunt  had  been  again  examined  by  your 
Com.  at  the  South-fea  houfe,  Mr.  Joye  came  to  him, 
and  asked  him  what  had  paffed  ;  that  Sir  John  told 
him  he  was  under  an  obligation  of  fecrecy  ;  that  he 
loved  him  very  well,  and  that  the  bed  way  was  to 
tell  the  whole  truth  :  What,  fays  Mr.  Joye^  of  the  la- 
dies, and  all  ?  Yes  (fays  Sir  John)  the  examination 
is  very  (Irid,  and  nothing  but  the  truth  will  do. 

Mr. 
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Mr.  Joye  being  examined  by  your  Com.  to  the 
labove- mentioned  converfation  between  him  and  Sir 
yohn  Blunt^  did  admit  that  the  fubftance  of  it  was 
true. 

Mr.  Holditcb  alfo  informed  your  Com.  that  Mr. 
Knight  told  him,that  20,000/.  of  the  company's ftock, 
'faid  to  be  fold,  was  for  a  certain  perfon,  who  had  de- 
ferved  well  *,  and  that  fome  other  perfon,  or  perfons  of 
diftindlion  at  court  (or  words  to  that  etfed)  were  to 
have  40  or  50,000/.  of  the  company's  flock  referved 
for  them. 

Sir  John  Blunt  being  again  examined,  informed 
your  Com.  That  Mr.  Knight  had  the  chief  manage- 
ment of  the  difpofal  of  the  company's  (lock  ;  and, 
that  whilft  the  South-fea  bill  was  depending  in  the 
houfe  of  Commons,  Mr.  Knight  acquainted  him,  that 
Mr.  Charles  Stanhope^  one  of  the  Secretaries  of  the 
treafury,  defired  to  have  10,000/.  flock  bought,  or 
taken  in,  for  him,  at  the  market  price,  which  was 
then  about  2c,ol.per  Cent,  but  the  fiid  Mr.  Stan- 
hope  did  not  abfolutely  agree  to  have  the  flock  at 
that  time  ;  but  the  fame  day,  or  the  day  following, 
Mr.  Knight  fhewed  Sir  John  Blunt  a  letter  figned 
Charles  Stanhope^  where  he  defired  to  have  the  faid 
10,000/.  flock  bought,  or  taken  in,  for  him,  and 
Sir  John  Blunt  confented  that  he  fhould  have  it  ac- 
cordingly. 

That  on  the  flri(5lefl  inquiry  your  Com.  cannot 
difcover,  that  the  faid  Mr.  Stanhope  ever  paid,  or 
gave  any  fecurity  to  pay,  for  the  faid  flock,  or  that 
any  a6lual  transfer  was  made  to  him  of  it. 

Mr.  Richard Holdduh  being  again  examined,  faid, 
he  underflood  by  Mr.  Knight.,  that  10  or  12,000/.  of 
the  company's  flock,  laid  to  be  fold,  was  held  for 
Mr.  Charles  Stanhope  of  the  treafury. 

That  Mr.  Knight  told  him,  that  the  faid  Mr. 
Stanhope  was  undetermined  in  the  morning,  when  he 
firfl  mentioned  it,  whether  he  would  have  it  or  no, 
but  in  the  evening  agreed  to  have  it. 

Your 
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Your  Com.  find  upon  infpedion  of  the  ac- 
count of  cafh  kept  by  the  Soiiib-fea  company  with 
the  bank  of  England^  that  by  notes  drawn  upon 
the  bank  by  the  cafliier  of  the  Soutb-fea  company 
-the  films  following,  amounting  to  51,736/.  131. 
were  paid  to  Charles  Stanhope^  Efq;  one  of  the  Se- 
.cretaries  of  the  treafury,  out  of  the  cafh  of  the 
South-Jea  company,  at  the  days  following,  viz. 
May  the  7th,  5662/.  13J.  M^^  the  12th,  600/. 
June  the  18th,  40,609/.  September  the  10th, 
4865/. 

Upon  the  examination  of  Jacob  Sawbridge^  Efq; 
late  one  of  the  diredlors,  and  of  the  Com.  of 
treafury  of  the  South-fea  company,  and  alfo  a  co- 
partner with  Elias  Turner  and  company,  with 
whom  part  of  the  cafh  of  the  Soutb-fea  company 
had  been  ufually  kept,  till  within  three  or  four 
months  pafb,  and  upon  perufal  of  their  books, 
your  Com.  difcovered  a  difpofition  of  50,000/. 
of  the  company's  flock  (as  it  was  then  called)  untp 
the  faid  'Turner^  Sawbridge^  and  Sir  George  Cafwall^ 
which  fum  now  appears  in  the  account  of  flock 
fold,  laid  before  this  houfe,  viz. 

L  L 

Mar. 21. Turner^  CafwalLP  ")         C 

A  r^  >  ^0,000  (  250  j  120,000 

and  Company     — -    %^  ^uv..^  v    o   j        j^^'j 

Ditto     *'      — 10,000)  270  (    27,000 

The  particular  of  which  affair,  fo  far  as  it  re- 
lates to  ths  fliid  50,000/.  your  Com.  do  now 
lay  before  t'le  houfc  -,  and  for  the  better  informa- 
tion of  the  houfc,  they  have  annexed  in  the  ap- 
pendix to  their  report,  N°  II.  exact  tranfcripts  of 
their  feveral  articles  and  accounts  contained  in  the 
feveral  books  of  Turner  and  company,  unto  which 
their  report  has  reference. 

Mr.  Jacob  Sawbridge  being  examined  as  to  his 
pafTing  and  figning,  the  account  of  flock  fold, 
entered  in  the  cafh  book  of  the  Soutb-fea  company, 

without 
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whhbtit  the  names  of  the  perfons  to  whom  it  was 
fold  •,  and  alfo  the  difpofition  thereof,  acknow- 
ledged that  he  allowed  and  figned  the  faid  ac- 
count, and  made  no  obje6lion  thereto,  Mr.  Knight 
faying,  that  the  account  was  right  •,  but  the  exa- 
minant  faid  he  could  not  tell  to  whom  that  ftock 
was  fold,  Mr.  Knight  not  giving  the  Com. 
of  treafury  any  particulars  thereof ;  but  at  length 
Mr.  Sawbridge  owned  that  he  had  50,000/,  part 
of  the  68,000/.  ftock  mentioned  in  the  cafh  book 
to  be  fold  the  21ft  day  of  March  1719,  at  250/. 
■percent,  and  faid  that  when  the  charter  of  Turner 
and  company  was  ordered  to  be  laid  before  the 
Com.  appointed  the  laft  fedion  of  Parliament  to 
inquire  into  and  examine  the  feveral  fubfcriptions 
for  filhery,  and  other  projeds,  the  faid  Turner 
and  company  were  obliged  to  fell  50,000/.  South* 
fea  ftock  more  than  they  had,  (which  he  called 
felling  the  bear)  and  hearing  that  the  South-fea 
company  were  felling  ftock,  he  bought  (as  he 
faid)  this  50,000/.  ftock  of  the  company,  but  ad- 
-initted  that  he  did  not  pay  down  any  money  for 
it,  and  that  there  was  no  agreement  in  writing  re- 
lating thereunto,  but  if  the  price  of  ftock  had  fal- 
len, he  faid  he  muft  have  liood  to  the  lofs  of  it  ; 
that  this  ftock  was  not  then  delivered  to  him,  but 
was  delivered  to  him,  or  his  order,  by  Mr.  Ro- 
lert  Surman,  upon  the  nth  oX  June  1720,  at 
which  time  he  paid  the  money  for  it,  amounting 
to  125,000/.  that  the  price  of  ftock  was  then  ad- 
vanced to  750/.  per  cent,  fo  that  at  the  market 
price  this  50,000/.  ftock  comes  to  375,000/.  and 
that  he  entered  in  his  book  125,00a/.  paid  to  the 
South  fea  company,  and  entered  259,000/.  as  paid 
to  his  own  caih,  but  did  not  receive  any  money. 
'Riat  he  direfted  this  account  of  ftock  to  be  en- 
tered in  a  fiftitious  nam.e,  that  their  fervants  might 
not  know  it  to  be  thf  proper  .ftock  of  Turner  and 
: •.*,'»•   t,*:     -i^   i^   i^ : .:  company,, 
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company,  and  carried  it  to  the  account  of  ftock 
in  their  books,  where  it  is  blended  with  the  reft  of 
the  ftock. 

But  Sir  John  Fellowes  faid,  that  he  did  not 
know  of  any  particular  parcel  of  ftock  holden  for 
Turner  and  company,  till  lately  ;  and  faid  he  did 
not  remember  the  difpofal  of  the  50,000/.  ftock^ 
to  them  ;  that  Mr.  Knight  ufed  to  tranfad  with 
them,  and  he  (the  examinanc)  believed,  the  com- 
pany did  not  intend  to  give  them  the  benefit  of 
fo  much  ftock. 

Your  Com.  proceeding  to  infpedt  the  books 
of  Turner  and  company,  and  to  examine  Daniel 
fVatkins  one  of  their  clerks,  and  alfo  Mr.  Jacob 
Sawbridge^  do  find,  that  upon  the  nth  o^JunCy 
1720,  this  50,000/.  ftock,  and  the  improved  va- 
lue thereof,  amounting  to  ^y 5,000  l.  was  regularly 
placed  to  the  account  of  Charles  S  anhope,  Efqj  in 
the  feveral  ftock  leidgcr  books  of  Turner  and 
company,  mentioned  in  the  appendix  under  the 
following  letters,  viz.  in  the  ftock  leidger  book, 
letter  A^* Fol.  99,  and  in  the  ftock  leidger,  letter 
B^  FoL  7,  and  62.  The  entry  in  the  leidger,  let* 
ter  A^  is  in  thefe  words  on  the  debtor  fide. 

1720,  June  II.  /.  /. 

Tocafti  for  2  2,000/.  v9^/^/^  5^^  ^ 

ftock  to  Robert  Knight  and  > 202,2 30/ 

Robert  Surman's  order  3  >  375,000 

To    Do     28,000/.     Do.   toZ  \ 

J.Siokes*saccount  i^7^>77^J 

And  this  account  was  upon  the  fame  nth  of 
June  1720,    regularly  entered  in  their  book,    cai-^- 
led   the  general   or  clearing-book,    letter  C,    Fol. 
no,    and  was  placed  to  Charles  Stanhope,    Efq-, 
accordingly. 

Daniel  Watkins  declared,  that  he  at  firft  wrote 
thofe   feveral  entries   in  the    faid  book,    in    the 

Vol.  VIIL  b  name 
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'^  name  of  Charles  Stanhope^  Efq;  by  the  dirc6tion 
of  Sir  George  Cafwall^  one  of  the  co-partners  with 
Turner  and  Sawbrtdge^  or  from  iome  other  ac- 
count, and  btrlieved,  that  he  had  feen  the  faid 
Chorles  Stanhope^  Efq-,  at  the  office  of  Turner  and 
company,  once  or  oitener,  in  or  about  the  months 
of  M<iy  or  June  laft,    coming  there  to  receive  mo- 

'\  ney,    that  he  was  then  told  Mr.  Stmhop€*s  name 

"  by  fome  clerk  in  the  office,  and  upon  his  exami- 
nation defcribed  Mr.  Stanhope  to  be  a  tall  thin 
man,  of  a  black  or  brown  complexion,  according 
to  his  remembrance. 

The  faid  accounts  mentioning  28,000/  (lock, 
fart  of  the  faid  50,000  /.  to  be  adjuftcd  with  Jo- 
fepb  Stokes  at  172,770/.  your  Committee,  fen t  for 
the  faid  Jo  fepb  Stokes^   and  for  Jofeph  Stanboroiigh 
his  partner,    who  a<5ted  for  Turner  and  company, 
in  the  felling  of  flock,    who  being  examined,   and 
producing  their  account  book,    and  comparing  it 
with  an  account  in  the  faid  leidger  of  7«r»^r  and 
company,    letter  D,    FoL%6^    kept  with  the  faid 
Jofeph  Stokes^    for   the  produce  of  this  28,000/. 
ftock,  at  172,770/.     John  Stanhorougb  faid,    that 
he  tranfadled  this  affair  for  Mr.  Sawbridge^   and 
that  the  faid  28,000/.  South-fea  ^qcVl^    was  fold, 
(6r  difpofed  of  by  him  or  Jofeph  Stokes^   upon  the 
loth  dijune  1720,    or  a  day  or  two  before,  toge- 
ther with  another  fum  of  1000/.  South-fea  ftock, 
at  feveral   prices,    amounting    in    the    whole    to 
180,280/.  which  fum  he  actually  paid  and  anfwer- 
ed  to  Jacob  Sawbridge^    Efq;  upon  the   loth  or 
nth  o\june  1720,    who  caufed  the  faid  ftock  to 
be  transferred  accordingly ;    thereupon  your  Com. 
proceeded  to  inquire  into  the  time,    and  manner  of 
payment  for  this  ftock  unto  Mr.  Charles  Stanhope^ 
and  infpcding  the  feveral  other  books  of  7'f^^^r 
and  company,    mentioned  in  the  appendix^    c^Wtd 
•die ^ note-  'book,    the  cafh- note-  book,-  the  drawing 

'  •  fcidger,   and  the  tafh  note   ieidger,    wherein   the 
•--  account 
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ac-Gounj  of  all  notes  iflUed  and  paid  by  Turner  and 
,  company  are  duely  entered,  it  appeared  by  the 
note  book,  letter  is  FoL  lOo,  and  by  the  cafh 
note  leidger,  letter  yf,  Fol.  iSg^  and  z^^^  that 
upon  the  nth  o^  June  1720,  one  cafli  note  of 
the  faid  Turner  and  company  was  regularly  made 
out  for  202,230/.  payable  to  the  faid  Mr.  Charles 
Stanhope,  and  another  cafti  note  of  Turner  and 
company  was  alfo  regularly  made  out  the  fame 
day  for  47,770  /.  payable  to  Mr.  Charles  Stanhope^ 
which  laft  note  in  th^  note  book,  letter  F,  FoL 
100,  is  entered,  Robert  Sur man  ;  both  which  npjtes 
were  regularly  entered,  paid,  and  fatisfied  unto 
Mr.  Charles  Stanhope^  by  Turner  and  company, 
upon  the  12th  of  December  lyiOy  in  the  ;K)te 
book  of  Turner  and  company,  letter  G^  Fol,  70, 
^  and  their  cafh  note  leidger,  letter  H,  Fol.  yj,  and 
L--  by  another  book  of  Turner  and  company,  called 
the  drawing  cafh   leidger,    letter/,    F<?/.  758^^.  .it 

-  appears  that  upon  the  faid  i  ith  day  of  June  1720, 
^ .  when    the    faid    notes    were   ifTued,    the    fum    of 

47,770/.  being  the  contents  of  one  of  the  faid 
notes,  was  charged  to  the  account  of  Mr.  Robert 
Surman^  deputy  cafhier  of  the  South-fea  company, 
as  paid  that  day  out  of  the  cafh  kept  by  Turner 

^^;,and.  company,  unto  the  order  of  idXd  Robert  Sur^ 

^man\    Robert  Sur  man  being  examined  thereunto, 

upon   infped:ion  of  cafh-draughts   kept  by  Turner 

.j^  and  company,    in  jiis  name,    wherein    it  appears, 

—  that  he  is  charged  with  the  aforefaid  fum  of 
47,770/.  paid  by  Turner  and  company  the  ijth 
of  June  1720,  out  of  the  i:afh  kept  with  them, 
by  Mr.  Knight^  as  calhier  gf  the  South-fea  com- 
pany, and  for  which  Sur  man  was  accountable  to 
Knigbty  did  verily  believe,    that  the  faid  fum,    ac- 

(c^r  cordingly  paid  by  them,  by  order  of  Mr.  K^tght^ 
f^^;  was  given  to  the  examinant  out  of  the  iaid  cafli, 
vj^  and  wAs^j}9iJt,jQf.,thfi  examiaant'$.pj.Qp$r  cafh. 
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Your  Com.  in  this  place  obferve,  that  the  two 
fums  of  202,230/.  and  47,770/.  amount  to 
250,000/.  which  being  added  to  the  125,000/. 
the  fuppofed  price  of  the  faid  50,000  /.  ftock, 
amounts  to  the  whole  fum  charged  in  the  faid 
ilock  leidger,  viz.  375,000/.  as  the  produce  of  the 
faid  ftock  upon  the  nth  o^  June  1720,  and  de- 
ducting out  of  the  375,000  /.  the  fum  of  125,000/. 
for  the  prime  coft  of  the  faid  (lock,  there  remains 
a  clear  difference  of  250,000  /.  accruing  to  the  per- 
fon  for  whofe  benefit  the  50,000/.  ftock  was 
charged,  as  fold  in  the  company's  cafn-book, 
which  is  the  exadl  amount  of  the  faid  two  cafh- 
notes,  made  payable  to  Charles  Stanhope^  Efq;  and 
accordingly  entered,  paid,  and  fatisfied  unto  him 
the  1 2th  01  December  1720.  '> 

\ili\  confirmation  of  which  payment,  it  appears 
to  your  Com.  by  the  drawing  cafh- leidger,  letter 
K^  now  kept  by  7'urner^  Ca/wall,  and  Sawhridge, 
in  a  new  co-partnerfhip  with  Mr.  Henry  Blunt 
(fon  of  Sir  John  Blunt)  and  Mr.  Robinfon  Knight^ 
(nephew  of  Mr.  Robert  Knight)  which  commenced 
the  25th  o^June  1720,  Fol.  512,  and  570,  in  an 
account  kept  between  Turner^  Cafwall  and  Saw- 
bridge^  and  the  new  co-partners,  that  the  faid 
250,000/.  was  entered  paid  in  difcharge  of  the 
two  notes  upon  the  iiih  o{  December  1720,  and 
placed  to  the  account  of  money  difburfed  upon 
the  feparate  account  of  'Turner.,  Cafwall  and  Saix:- 
bridge^  out  of  their  feparate  cafh  adually  paid  in- 
to the  hands  of  the  new  co  partners,  upon  the  25th 
of  June  1720,  amounting  in  real  cafh  unto  the 
fum  of  1,166,875/.  4.S.  id.  out  of  which  the 
250,000/.  are  accordingly  fet  off  in  difcharge  of 
the  new  co-partners. 

Your   Com.   examined  John   Mount   and   John 
Maddy  calhier  to  Turner  and  company,    as   well 
before  as  fince-^the   new  co-partnerfhip,    Richard 
Fenton  their    book-keeper,    and  alfo  Jacob  Saw- 
bridge^ 
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hri c^^fy    ]un,   (fon  o^  Jacob  Savohridge^    Efq  ;)  the 
i2\&  Rchinfon  Knight  and  He7iry  Blunts  who  before 
the  25th   of  June  1720,  were  afTiftants  in  the  of- 
fice" of  Turner  and  company,    relating  to   the  fe- 
veral  books  and  entries^ .  and   to  the   tranfa6lions 
therein  contained;  and  7^^^  Mounts  John  Maddy^ 
and    Richard  Fenton   declared,     that   they    verily 
believed,  that  all  the.  faid  accounts  and  entries  of 
receipts  and  payments,  and  of  ilTuing  and  paying 
notes,  were  true  ;  and  that  the  refpedlive  fums  men- 
tioned therein    to   hive    been   received   and   paid,- 
were  really  received  and  paid  •,  and  that  the  notes 
therein   mentioned  to  have  been  ifllied,    and  paid, 
werea6laally  iiTued  and  paid  according  to  the  im- 
port of  the  feveral  entries  \    and    that   thofe  two 
notes  for   202,230/.  and    47,770/.   were   adually 
ilTaed  payable  to  Mr.  Charles  Stanhope  upon   the 
nth  of  June^     1720.    in    the   ufual   and   regular 
manner;  the  note  for  the  202.230/.   being  entered 
and   filled   up  by   the  faid  Henry  Blunt ^    and  the 
other-  note  for  47,770/.    being  entered  and  filled 
up  by  Jacoh  Sawbridge^  jun.   by  the  diredlion  of 
Jacob   Sawbridge^    fen.    Efq  ;    and    both  the  faid 
notes,  figned  by  Robin  fon  Knight^    then  intruded 
by  Turner    and  company  to  fign  notes   for  them, 
as  Jacob  Saivhridge^    jun.   Robinfon  Knight y    and 
Henry  Bhtnt  did   acknowledge;    and  that  Turner 
and  company,  did  thereby  become  chargeable  with 
the  payment  of  the  money   mentioned   in  the  two 
notes,  which  were  acflually  paid  and  fatisfied  upon  the 
12th  of  Dsceinber  1720,    according  to  the  entries 
thereof,    made  in  the  fame  books  out  of  the  calh, 
amounting  to   1,166,875/.  4^.1^.  really  paid  and 
anfwered  by  Turner ^  Cafivall^  and  Sawbridge,  into 
the  new  co  partnerfhip,    which  Henry  Blunt  and 
Robinfon   Knight,   the  new  co-partners,    did  like- 
wife  confefs,    and  that  the  two  notes  being  then 
difcharged,     were    delivered   up    to    Turner  and 
ci^mpany. 

b  3  The 
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The  Com.  obferving,  that  in  the  llock-Ieidger» 
book  (A)  and  ^B),  the  name  as  it  now  Hands  at  the 
head  of  accounts  there,  and  alfo  in  the  accounts  m 
the  faid  book-leidger,  letter  (B)  fol.  7.  is  {Stangape) 
altho'  in  the  alphabets,  or  indexes  of  the  laid  books, 
referring  to  the  true  folio's,  the  name  dill  remains 
{Stanhgpe)  and  alfo  that  in  the  faid  general  or  clearing- 
book,  the  name  now  appearing  in  the  account  of  the 
faid  50,000/.  ftock,  is  {Stangape)  and  that  the  faid 
books  had  been  razed,  and  the  letters  altered  ;  did 
examine  Jacob  Sawbridge^  Efq ;  and  Daniel  fVatkins^ 
one  of  the  clerks  of  Turner  and  company,  upon  the 
fadb.  Mr.  Sawbridge  acknowledged  that  the  name 
at  firft  entered  in  the  faid  books,  was  {Stanhope)  and 
iaid  it  was  entered  in  a  fiditious  name,  that  their 
fervants  might  now  know  of  it;  that  he  gave  direc^ 
tions  to  Daniel  TVatkins,  obout  two  months  paft,  to 
niake  the  feveral  razures  and  alterations  in  the  firr 
n&me,  and  to  turn  it  into  [Stangape)  but  owned,  that 
Jiis  name  referred  to  the  name  (Stanhope)  mentioned 
in  the  alphabets  and  in  the  other  books,  and  that  it 
nleant  the  fame  perfon. 

Being  afked  \yhether  there  was  any  other  fictitious 
narrie  made  ufeofin  the  books  of  Turner  and  com- 
pany, befides  the  name  {Charles  Stanhope,  or  Stan- 
gape^  Efq ;)  he  faid,  that  there  was  no  other  fidlitious 
name  in  the  whole  book,  to  his  knowledge. 

Daniel  Watkins  being  thereupon  fent  for,  and  ex- 
amined, did  declare,  that  about  the  14th  day  of  D^- 
c ember  lafl,  he  made  the  feveral  razures  and  altera- 
tions in  the  name  {Stanhope)  which  was  the  name  he 
had  firft  wrote  down  in  the  books,  and  altered  the 
fame  to  (Stangape)  as  it  now  appears,  by  the  direc- 
tion of  Sir  George  Cafmall^  who  then  told  the  exami- 
nant,  chat  it  was  an  anonymous  name  (as  the  exami- 
nant  expreffed  it)  and  tliat  it  ought  to  have  been 
[Stangape)  at  firft  j  that  Mr.  Sawbridge  was  not  pre- 
fent  at  that  time,  and  believed  Mr.  \Sau bridge  did 
not  know  of  it  till  afterwards  s  but  fFatkins  likewife 
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owned  that  there  is  no  other  fiditious  name  in  any 
of  the  faid  books. 

Mr.  Jacoi^  Sawbridge  attending  in  a  room  next 
adjoining,  was  called  in  again,  after  WoAkins  was 
withdrawn,  and  did  then  fay,  that  upon  recolledling 
himfelf,  he  delired  Sir  Gcorge  Cafwcll  to  give  direc- 
tions for  the  airerations. 

But  Mr.  Robert  Surman  (who  was  well  acquainted 
witn  "Turner  and  company,  and  had  about  two  years 
fmce  been  a  clerk  to  them)  and  the  prefent  cafhiers 
and  clerks  of  Turner  and  company,  viz.  John  Mad^ 
d}\  John  Mounts  :ind  Richard  Fen  ton  ^  did  all  of  them 
declare,  upon  their  examinations,  that  they  never 
knew  nor  heard  of  any  fictitious  name  made  ufe  of 
by  Turner  and  company,  in  any  of  their  books,  and 
John  Maddy^  one  of  the  cafhiers  faid,  that  in  the  , 
.nature  of  the  affair,  fictitious  names  could  not  be 
made  ufe  of.  '' 

Your  Com.  thinking  it  might  be  of  ufe  to  have 
a.fight  of  the  notes  themfelves,  ordered  John  Maddy 
to  fearch  for  them  in  the  proper  p'ace,  and  to  bring 
them  before  your  Com.  who  being  returned,  ac- 
quainted them,  that  he  had  fearched  the  files,  kept 
for  that  purpofe,  at  the  office  of  Turner  and  compa- 
ny, andakho*  he  had  found  other  notes,  which  were 
entered  to  be  paid  on  the  fame  I2th  of  December 
lad,  and  upon  other  days  before,  and  after  that  day 
prelerved  as  ufual  upon  the  file,  yet  he  couIJ  find 
neither  of  the  faid  two  notes ;  and  that  inquiring  of 
Daniel  JVatkim.,  what  was  become  of  the  laid  notes, 
he  was  informed  by  him,  that  he  well  remembered, 
that  when  he  entered  thefe  two  notes,  paid  the  12th 
oi  December  laft,  he  took  them  up  and  cancelled  them 
and  that  they  being  much  worn  by  having  been  car- 
ried in  a  pocket,  he  had  deftroyed  them.  Theex- 
aminantfaid  farther,  that  he  did  not  know  or  re- 
member'that  any  .odier  notes  delivered  up,  had  been 
deftroyed  ;  but/tiiat  the  m-thod  obferved  in  their 
bufinefs,  had  been  to  ti^ar  oif  the  name  of  the  per fon 
^'b4  %^'ing 
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figning  them,  and  to  preferve  the  notes  upon  a  file  kept 
for  that  purpofe  in  the  office  of  Turner  and  company. 

^>- ^'Daniel  Watkins  being  thereupon  examined,  eon- 
feffed,  that  the  faid  two  notes  were  delivered  up  to 
him,  upon  the  12th  day  of  December,  1 720,  by  J^- 
cob  Sawbridge,  Efq;  ^nd  that  after  he  had  examined 
them  with  the  books,  and  found  them  to  be  of  the 
fame  numbers,  dates,  and  fums,  with  fuch  two  notes 
then  outftanding,  he  on  the  fame  i  ithof  December  can- 
celled 2ind  deftroyed  them, and  believed  he  burnt  them, 
but  had  no  diredion  fo  to  do,  his  order  from  Jacob 
Sawbridge,  Efq>  being  to  difchargethem  in  the  books, 
and  that  the  only  reafon  for  his  deftroying  them, 
was,  becaufe  the  files  being  removed  out  of  their  u- 

-  fual  places,  he  could  not  find  the  proper  files,  where- 
on thefe  notes  ought  to  have  been  put,  and  alfo  be-r 
lieving  that  no  other  perfon  had  any  property  or  in^ 
tereft  therein  befides  Turner,  Cafwall,  2t.nd  Saw  bridge, 
to  whole  proper  account  he  then  had  placed  them. 

Being  a(ked,  if  he  ever  had  deftroyed  any  other 
notes,  delivered  up  to  Turner  and  company,  upon 
payment  thereof;  he  anfwered,  that  he  could  not 
remember  that  he  had  ever  deftroyed  any  other  note, 
fo  delivered  up  j  but  that  other  notes,  after  they  were 
fo  delivered,  have  been  preferved  upon  files. 

Henry  Blunt  faid,  that  the  note  for  202,230/.  was 
filled  up  by  himfelf,  and  being  figiied  by  Robinfon 
Knight,  was  delivered  to  Jacob  Sawbridge,  Efq ;  who 
immediately  cancelled  the  faid  note,  by  tearing  off 
the  name  of  Robinfon  Knight,  fearing  (as  the  exami- 
rant  (uppofed)  that  he  might  loofe  it,  and  then  put 
the  faid  cancelled  note  in  his  pocket,  but  the  exami- 
nant  did  not  know  the  reafon  of  Mr.  Sawbridge ^io 
tearing  fuch  notes.  ?  ; 

inlTour  Com.  hereupon  cannot  but  obferve  the  danr 
gerous  confequence  of  fuch  extraordinary  afls  of  ra- 
zing and  altering  thr  name  of  a  gentleman  of  dif- 
tjndlion,  in  books  belonging  to  alociety  of  bankers, 
^gd  ifi^pan,  article  of  fo  very  great  valqe,  ^nd  of  the 
r'"  deftroying 
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cieftroying  thefe  two  notes,  from  the  infpe6lion  where- 
of, more  fuH,  and  tnore  dirc-cfl  evidence  m.igHt  have 
been  laid  before  this  houfe,  efpeciaHy  confidering 
that  both  thefe  facts  were  committed  after  an  inquiry 
into  the  proceedings  of  the  direcflors  of  the  South-fea 
company  was  begun  by  this  houfe,  and  tire  M- 
zure  made  in  the  account  of  books  of  (lock  was 
•about  the  fame  time,  when  the  general  account  of 
^ock  fold  by  the  South-fea  company  was  delivered 
-into  this  houfe,  and  when  the  fubfequent  order  of 
this  houfe,  of  the  1 7th  of  December  lad  was  made, 
that  the  diredors  of  the  faid  company  fhould  lay 
before  this  houfe  a  particular  account  of  the  faid 
574,500/.  (lock,  fold  by  the  faid  company,  with  the 
refped:ive  prices  and  parcels,  and  the  perfons  by 
whom  it  was  fold  j  and  by  whom,  and  to  whom 
transferred.  "^ 

Your  Com.  further  obferve,  that  Daniel  fValkins 
upon  his  firft  examination,  did  not  mention  any  thing 
concerning  the  property  of  this  50,000/.  ftock,a!th6' 
-his  examination  did  naturally  lead  thereunto;  but upoh 
his  (ubfequent  examination  on  another  day  he  faid,  he 
believed  this  50,000/.  (lock  was  bought  by  Turner  and 
company,  or  one  or  them,  of  the  South-fea  company, 
orotMr.A^«/^A/,for  their  proper  account,  anddirefted 
to  be.  entered  in  Mr.  S  anhope^s  name,  to  prevent 
their  fervants  knowing  that  it  was  their  own  ftock  \ 
but  being  alked  what  reafon  he  had  for  fuch  his  be- 
lief, he  only  anfwered,  becaufe  he  was  ordered  by 
Mr.  Sawbridge,  upon  the  I2ch  of  December  laft,  to 
place  thefe  notes  to  the  proper  account  of  Turner 
and  company,  and  that  from  the  nature  of  the  'Ac- 
count, and  from  Mr.  Turner  infilling  to bave  credit 
for  the  1 1,000/.  South-fea  flock  from  the  co-partn€T- 
(hip,  which  he  could  not  otherwife  have,  and  from  all 
the  circumftances  he  had  any  knowledge  of,  he  could 
liot  find  that  any  other  perfon  had  any  property  therein., 

Mr.  Robert  Surman  faid,  he  remembered,  that 
fherewas  50,000  /.  {  which,  he  believed,  was  part 
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of  the  68,000/.)  (lock,  mentioned  in  the  cafli-booH. 
to  be  fold  the  2 1  ft  of  Marchy  1719,    at  250/.   pet 
Cent,  fold   to  T'//r«^r  and  company,    and  before  It. 
was  adjufted,  '^w  George  Cafwdl^  acquainted  him  with 
it,  and  left  with  him  a  cafh-note  for  1 25,000/.  to  bp 
delivered  to  Mr.  Knight ^   ^ying,  Mr.  Knight  knew 
what  it  meant,  and  foon  afterwards,  the  ftock  was 
adjufted  between  Mr.  Knight  and   Sir  George  Caf-. 
♦z«;<3//,  and  the  examinant  delivered  the  faid  note  to 
Mr.  Knight^  and  had,  after  that  .time,  feen  fuch  calh 
note  in  Mr.  X/^/^'^.'scuftody,  bur  did  not  remember 
any  thing  of  the  payment  of  the  faid  note.      .,,  ,.,-^,^j 
./"Being  (hewn  the  entries  before-mtntioned,  in  thi^^ 
ilock-leidgers,  ktter  (A)  and  (B),  and  the  generai  or 
xlearing-book, ,  letter  (C),  he  faid   thofe  entric$,,irnT> 
ported  Turntr  and  company,  their  paying  ,to  .-th^ 
perfon  therein  named  {^tanbope  or  St  arigope)  thempn 
ney  therein  mentiop.,    the   examinant  having    for- 
merly been  clerk  rt)   Turner  and  company,  and  ne- 
gotiating their  ftock  for  them  :  He  faid   moreover, 
lie  never  knew  or  heard  of  the  name  (Stangape).  till 
^ter  Mr. Sawbridgi^s  examination,  but  knows  Charles 
Stanhope^  Efqj  of  the  treafury  ;   and  that  about  fi;}?, 
leight,  or  nine  months  before  his  examination  (whicjx 
was  upon  the  14th  oi  January  laft)  he  had  frequentr 
]y  feen  him  at  the  South-fea  houfe,  and  that  he,  faw 
him  there  near  two   months  pnft,  and  not  fince,  at 
which  feveral  times,  Mr.  Stanhope  and  Mr.  Knight 
were  writing  together,  and  feemed  to  be  fettli.  g^  ac- 
counts. ,        ,. 

Upon  Saturday  the  21ft  day  of  January  laft,  be- 
fore noon,  your  Com.  fent  for  Mr.  Robert  Knighi 
the  caftiier,  to  examine  him  particularly  about  this 
difpofition  of  ftqck  in  the  company's  cafti-book, 
who  faid,  that  this  50,000/.  was  part  of  the  68,000/. 
iiock,  charged  in  the  cafn-book  to  be  fold  the  21ft: 
G^  March  I J  i^^  at  2 ^ol.  per  Cent,  that  about  that 
.time  he  was  ordered  by  the^fub  and  deputy-governors, 
.Mr.  Gibbon^  Mv^CheJl.er^Mr.fioJdUcI^^  and  Snjohii 
.,     ■  Bhmt 
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Bltint^Xo  deliver  this  flock  to  'Turner  and  company  for 
their  own  ufe  (as  he  believed)  and  that  about  the  latter 
end  of  May^  1 720,  ^,as  he  remembered)  it  was  deli- 
vered to  them,  by  an  adjuftmcnt  of  (lock  made  with 
them,  and  that  he  received  the  whole  money  of 
them,  for  fuch  (lock,  at  the  price  of  250  /.  per  cent. 
He  owned  there  was  no  agreement  in  writing  made, 
nor  any  time  limited,  when  the  flock  fhould  be  de- 
Jivered,  bccaufe  the  company  had  not  the  flock  at 
that  time,  but  Turner  and  company  might  call  for 
it  when  the  price  was  advanced  to  750  /.  per  cent. 
upon  paying  125,000/.  and  thereupon  the  flock  was 
to  be  delivered  without  making  any  allowance  to  the 
company  for  forbearance  of  payment.  That  Elias 
Turner^  Sir  George  Cafwall^  and  Jacob  Sawbridge^ 
were  obliged  in  honour  to  pay  the  money,  and  to 
(land  to  the  lofs,  if  the  flock  had  flillen,  but  tha^ 
flock  continued  to  rife,  and  was  never  under  i^oh 
per  cent,  after  this  bargain.  ''. 

Your  Com.  proceeding  to  examine  Mr.  Knight 
farther,  concerning  the  dilpofal  of  the  flock  entered 
in  the  cafh-book  in  blank  -,  and  inquiring  of  him, 
from  whence  the  account  of  flock  then  prepared  by 
him,  and  intended  to  be  laid  before  this  houfe,  was 
taken  \  he  anfwered,  That  before  he  entered  this 
(lock  in  the  cafh-book,  he  fhewed  the  Sub  and  De- 
puty-governors, Sir  John  Blunt^  Mr.  Gibbon^  Mr. 
Chejier^  and  Mr.  Holdifch^  upon  a  paper,  the  method 
in  which  he  propofed  to  enter  it,  and  had  their  ap- 
probation thereof,  and  in  that  paper,  the  feverai 
names  q^  the  perfons  who  were  to  have  the  benefit  of 
this  flock  v/ere  mentioned.  That  he  difpofed  :of 
about  half  of  that  flock,  and  put  down  the  names  of 
the  perfons  to  whom  it  was  difpofed  of,  and  that 
the  Sub  and  Deputy- governors  difpofed  of  fome, 
and  Mr.  Gibbon^  Mr.  Qheftcr^  and  Sir  John  Blunt 
difpofed  of  other  parts,  and  gave  him  the  names  of 
the  feverai  perfons  to  whom  it  was  difpofed  of  by 
f hem  5  that  he  had  not  feen  that  paper  for  about  fix ; 

mpnrhs^ 
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months,  jDUt  made  up  an  account  of  this  flock  to  be 
laid  before  the  houfe,  with  the  particular  names, 
from  his  memory,  and  fome  letters,  and  by  inqui- 
ry from  feveral  of  the  directors,  brokers,  and  clerks, 
and  that  the  50,000/.  ftock  toTurner  and  company 
was  part  of  the  ftock  which  the  diredors  difpofed  of. 
That  the  cafh  book  was  pafled  in  blank  by  the 
Com.  and  he  belived  that  no  objedlion  was  made 
to  it,  nor  any  fuch  reafon  given,  as  that  the  perfons 
names  were  not  proper  to  be  made  public  at  that 
time  ;  and  denied  that  he  faid,  that  if  the  bill  pafled, 
the  flock  would  be  well  difpofed  of;  but  owned, 
that  he  did  not  think  it  proper  to  enter  the  names  of 
the  members  of  Parliament  who  had  any  part  of . 
this  flock  in  the  cafh  book  -,  and  that  it  was  the  ge-.. 
neral  opinion  of  the  gentlemen  then  prefenr,  that  it 
was  not  proper  the  names  fhould  be  mentioned  v  and  . 
he  faid,  that  fuch  members  did  not  know  that  it  was 
the  company's  Hock-,  thatthenamesof all  the  mem- 
bers of  Parliament,  who  had  part  of  this  ftock,  are 
not  fet  down  in  this  account  framed  by  him,  becaufe 
he  was  not  certain  who  the  perfons  were  ;  that  it  was 
declared  by  the  diredlors,  that  the  Sub  and  Deputy- 
governors  fhould  have  the  care  of  the  fcheme,  with 
a  liberty  of  taking  to  their  afUftance  fuch  others  of* 
the  diredors  as  they  fhould  think  fie.  - ■  - ;'. 

Mr.  Knight  being  here  prefted  to  produce  his  letters 
and  papers,  and  to  declare  more  particularly,  what  he 
knew  of  the  difpofition  of  this  flock,  defired  leave 
to  attend  the  houfe  of  Peers,  according  to  their  otfi 
der,  the  time  appointed  being  come,  and  not  having 
his  papers  in  readinefs  then.  Your  Com.  intend- 
ing to  proceed  farther  in  his  examination  on  the 
Monday  following,  and  to  give  him  time  to  colled: 
his  papers  and  accounts,  did  thereupon  permit  him 
to. go  to  PFcflmrnJier  y  but  Mr.  Knight  withdrawing 
himfelf  that  Saturday  evering,  prevented  any  difco- 
very  of  this  important  affair  from  his  farther  exami'^ 
nation,  ^ 

Your 
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Your  Com.  farther  reprefent,  that  they  have  dif- 
covered  greal  dealings  in  South~fea  flock  by   John  \ 

Aijlabie^  Efq;  with  one  broker.  Mat  hew  Weymond- 
fold^  and  which  account  is  annexed  to  this  report, 
N^  III. 

And  your  Com.  finding  that  ^urner^  CafwelU  and 
company,  had  great  tranfadions  with  the  South-fea 
company,  upon  farther  infpeftion  of  their  books, 
among  other  remarkable  palTages  in  the  faid  books, 
they  found  very  great  fums  of  money  received  by 
Turner  and  company,  for  the  account  of  Edmond 
Waller^  Efq;  (Son-in-law  of  John  Aijlabie^  Efq; 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  and  paid  out  to 
him,  or  his  order,  between  the  28th  day  of  March 
laft,  and  the  21ft  day  of  'November  following,  a- 
mounting  to  794,451/.  15J.  9^.  and  your  Com. 
alfo  found  a  confiderable  quantity  o^  South-fea  ftock 
bought  and  fold  in  the  name  of  the  faid  Mr.  Waller  i 
and  in  the  general  accounts  of  ftock  of  Turner  and 
company,  it  appears,  that  there  was  a  balance  of 
.  77,600/  due  to  the  faid  Mr.  Waller  from  Turner 
and  company  ;  for  fecuring  which  fum,  Turner  and 
company  entered  into  bonds  the  26th  of  November 
laft,  for  twelve  months,  from  the  24th  0^  September 
then  paft ;  that  is  to  fay,  one  bond  for  44,600/.  to 
the  faid  Edmond  Waller,  ar(#  One  other  bond  to 
Thomas  PFeddell^  Efq;  for  33,000/.  Whereupon 
your  Com.  ordered  Mr.  Waller^  and  Mr.  Weddell 
to  attend  them  •,  but  they  have  not,  as  yet,  had  an 
opportunity  of  examining  Mr.  Waller^  by  reafon  of 
his  indifpofitlon  ;  but  Mr.  Weddell  attending  your 
Com.  was  examined,  and  did  inform  them,  *that 
about  the  end  of  O^ober,  or  beginning  of  November 
laft,  Mr.  )^^//fr  defired  him  to  take  in  10,000/, 
Soiith-fea  ftock  for  him,  and  in  three  days  afterwards 
told  him,  he  had  accordingly  transferred  it  to  the 
exam  i  nan  t,  and  deft  red  him  to  go  to  Turner  and 
company,  and  give  them  a  defeazance  for  transfer- 
ring that  ftock  upon  their  paying  33,000/.    That' 
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dbc  cxaminam  did  accordingly  accept  a  transfer  of 
the  faid  10,000  /.  ftock  from  Mr.  Waller^  and  gave 
*a  defeazance  for  transferring  that  ftock  to  burner 
and  company,  who  gave  the  examinant  their  bond 
for  payment  of  the  faid  33,000/.  That  Mr.  Wal- 
ler acquainted  the  examinant,  that  this  was  in  truft 
for  John  Aijlahie^  Efq;  and  he  was  afterwards  told 
{q  by  Mr.  Aifiabie  himfelf,  and  fays,  that  he  has 
*l!urner  2Xidi  company's  bond  for  the  laid  33,000/. 
which  is  the  proper  money  of  Mr.  Aijlabie  ;  but 
Mr.  WallerS  indifpofition  has  prevented  your  Com. 
from  laying  before  the  houfe  in  this  report,  a  more 
full  account  relating  to  the  fum  of  794,45 1  /.  1 5J.  9^. 
before-mentioned. 

Here  your  Com.  mufl:  obferve,  that  in  the  account 
of  ftock  fold,  I  aid  before  this  houfe,they  found  the  n^ames 
of  feveral  members  of  this  houfe,  and  of  the  houfe  of 
Peers,  not  concerned  in  the  adminiftration,  or  in  the 
management  of  the  public  revenue,  whofe  cafes 
your  Com.  could  not  particularly  examine,  but  muft 
wait  for  the  confideration  and  diredbion  of  the  houfe, 
in  what  manner  each  examination  ihall  proceed.  In 
the  mean  time,  your  Com.  think  it  proper  to  ac- 
quaint the  houfe,  with  divers  pradices  made  ufe  of 
to  raife  the  nominal  value  of  South-fea  ftock,  to  that 
extravagant  rate  to  #hich  it  was  afterwards  advanced, 
above  the  real  and  intrinfick  value  thereof. 

Your  Com.  find,  that  by  computation  made,  by 

diredlion  of  your  Com.  it  appears,  that  the  directors 

of  the  South-fea  company,  might  have  raifed  the 

whole  fum  ftipulated  for  the  public,  with  a  profit  of 

near  one  million  and  an  half  for  the  ben-sfit  of  the 

proprietors  of  the  old  ftock,  without  fetting  their 

Qiotk  to  faie  at  any  higher  price  than   150/.  per 

'/.xfiWf/'..  ;9aivi22  tbdi  bo  ^^ijm'^d'i  br  ■ 

:  :--^'-  iThat  after  the  faid  dir^dors  had  taken  in  the  firft 

inoney-fuofcription  at  ^ool.per  cent,  and  the  fecond 

■    iTtoney-fubfcription  at  400/.  per  cenL  and  the  firft 

c'fubfcription  of  the  long  and  fliort  annuities  at^  ^y^l, 

'  fer 
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'per -cent,  the  value  of  lOo/.  South-fea  flock  was^faut 
120/.  or  thereabouts,  fuppofing  the  whole  money 
of  the  faid  firft  and  fecond  fublcriptions  (amounting 
to  12,750,000/.  had  been  all  paid  in. 
"That  the  faid  court  of  directors  did  afterwards 
proceed  to  take  in  a  third  and  fourth  moncy-lubfcrip» 
tion  at  the  rate  ot  1 000  /.  per  cent,  and  a  fecond  fub- 
fcription  of  the  long  and  fhort  annuities,  and  a  fub- 
fcription  of  the  redeemable  debts  at  the  rate  of  800/. 
f€r  cent,  after  which  the  value  of  a  100/.  South- lea 
ftock  was  but  332/.  or  thereabouts,  fuppofing  the 
whole  money  of  the  faid  four  money-fubfcriptions 
(amounting  ro  68,750,000/.  had  been  all  paid  in. 
That  if  all  the  remaining  public  £^ebts  had  been 

•  taken  in,  and  all  the  remaining  flock  of  the  com- 
f^pany  fold,  on  the  terms  which  the  faid  diredors  pre- 
'^-'tended  to  exped,  100/.  South-fea  flock  would  have 
■^^been  worth  but  547  /.  or  thereabouts,  fuppofing  the 
'^"money  of  the  faid  four  fubfcri prions,  and  the  money 
^' for  the  remaining  ftock  (which  together  would  have 
-^Artiounted- to- 205,039,401 /.  had)  been  all  paid 
-•'in.  !q  ilsffl 

;'"'  That  on  the  30th  day  of  Atiguft  lafl,  the  court  of 
*'  dir€<5lors  of  the  Soutb-fea  company  came  to  a  refolu- 
tion  (which  on  the  8th  day  of  September  lafl  was  con- 
firmed by  a  general  court)  to  declare  a  dividend  of 
30/.  per  cent,  to  be  made  at  Chrijimas^  1720,  and 
of  not  lefs  than  50  /.  per  cent,  per  ann.  for  not  lefe 
than  1 2  years  to  come  from  that  time. 

That  foon  after  this  refolution,  {viz.  at  agenerai 
court  held  the  20th  day  of  Septemper  lafl)  the  Sub- 
governor  acquainted  the  general  court,  that  the  af- 
fairs of  the  court,  in  relation  to  the  price  of  their 
flock,  and  fubfcriptions,  had  taken  an  unexpe^ed' 
turn,  and  thereupon  propofed  their  giving  a  power 
tot  he  court  of  direcSirors  to  relieve  the  latl  lubfcribers 
^'''i>f  the  public  debts,  and  the  proprietors  of  the  two 

*  'lafl  money-fubfcrrptions,    which   was    accordingly 
granted  ;  aixi  at  a  court  of  dired^^  held  the  29th 

day 
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day  of  September  laft,  it  was  refolved,  that  the  faid 
fubfcribers  fhould  have  the  fame  terms  with  the 
Ba7iky  viz,  that  their  fubfcriptions  fhould  be  reduced 
from  1000 /.  and  800/.  per  cent,  to  400/.  and  thac 
they  fhould  alfo  have  the  benefit  of  the  Midfummer 
dividend  of  lol,  per  cent,  which  was  accordingly 
confirmed  by  a  general  court  held  the  30th  day  of 
the  fame  months ;  upon  which  your  Com.  obferve, 
that  it  appears  to  them  very  extraordinary,  that  the 
diredborson  the  8th  day  of  September  (when  the  faid 
high  dividend  was  declared  in  a  general  court)  fhould 
have  had  no  forefight  of  the  turn  which  fo  foon  after 
(viz,  on  the  20th  day  of  the  fame  month)  happened 
in  their  affairs. 

That  on  the  faid  8th  day  of  September,^  the  Sub- 
governor  acquainted  the  general  court,  that  their  di- 
redors  had  been  unanimous  in  all  their  proceedings, 
which  among  other  things,  includes  the  before- 
mentioned  feveral  fubfcriptions  by  them  taken  in, 
except  the  firft  ;  and  upon  the  examination  of  the 
diredors  it  doth  not  appear  to  your  Com.  that  any 
one  of  them  protefted  againfl,  or  declared  any  pub- 
lic diffent  from  any  of  the  f  id  proceedings  •,  and  it 
appears  that  all  of^  them  toe  k  their  fhares  and  pro- 
portions of  the  fubfcriptions,  which  were  allotted  for 
the  refpedlive  diredbors  to  difpofe  of 

And  your  Com.  have  been  informed  by  Sir 
Theodore  Janjfen,  that  there  was  a  meeting  at  the 
houfe  of  Sir  John  Fellows^  betwixt  fixteen  of  the 
court  diredors,  Mr.  Secretary  Craggs^  and  Mr. 
Aijlabie^  at  which  time  it  was  propofed,  that  a  fub- 
fcription  fhould  be  taken  in  at  300/.  per  cent,  which 
was  approved  of  by  Mr.  Secretary  Craggs,  and  Mr. 
Aijlab^e  \  and  that,  when  the  faid  company  broke 
up,  it  was  agreed,  that  every  perfon  fhould  ufe  their 
heft  endeavours  to  promote  it ;  which  is  alfo  con- 
firmed by  the  information  of  Sir  Lambert  BlackwAL 

And  at  a  court  of  diredors  held  the  13th  day  of 
April  laflj  it  was  refolved,  to  take  in  a  fubfcription 

for 
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for  two  millions,  at  the  rate  of  300/.  per  cejit.  but 
the  fame  was  afterwards  increafed,  without  any  pre- 
vious refolution  to  that  purpofe,  to  2,250.000/.  and 
your  Com.  obferve,  that  the  imaginary  value  of  the 
faid  fubfcriptions  rofe  very  faft ;  and  that  thofe  who 
had  the  benefit  of  the  faid  additional  fubfcription, 
if  they  fold,  and  difpofed  of  the  fame,  made  very 
great  gains  thereby. 

That  at  a  court  of  diredors  held  the  28th  day  of 
April  laft,  it  was  refolved,  to  take  in  a  fecond  mdr 
ney-fubfcription,  at  the  rate  of  400/,  percent,  for 
1,000,000/.  but  by  the  accounts  delivered  into  this 
houfe,  appears,  it  that  the  faid  fubfcription  was  for 
1,500,000/.  yet  it  does  not  appear  that  there  was 
any  previous  refolution  of  the  court  of  diredors  for 
the  addition  of  500,000  /.  nor  was  the  faid  addition 
declared  till  the  8th  o^  September  laft,  at  which  time 
the  Sub-governor  acquainted  the  general  court  there- 
with; upon  which  your  Com.  cannot  but  obferve 
the  great  diftance  of  time  between  the  taking  in  of 
the  fecond  fubfcription  at  1,000,000/.  and  the  8th 
of  September^  when  the  fame  was  reported  to  the 
general  court  at  1,500,000/.  during  which  interval 
the  imaginary  value  of  that  fubfcription  was  excef- 
fively  increaled,  whereby  the  perfons  who  had  the 
fame,  had  the  advantage  of  that  extraordinary  rife. 
.  That  at  a  court  of  directors  held  the  15th  day  of 
June  laft,  it  was  refolved  to  take  in  a  third  money- 
fubfcribing  at  the  rate  of  1000/.  per  cent,  one  tenth 
part  whereof  was  to  be  paid  down  at  the  time  of 
fubfcription  ;  and  at  a  court  of  directors  held  the 
23d  day  of  the  fame  month,  the  Sub-governor  ac- 
quainted the  court,  that  the  faid  third  money-fub- 
fcription  was  compleated,  without  mentioning  to 
what  fum  •,  but  at  the  before-mentioned  general 
court,  held  the  8th  day  of  September  laft,  he  de- 
clared the  fame  to  be  for  five  millions  •,  and  Mr, 
Knight^  late  cafhier  of  the  Souih-fea  company,  by 
Vol.  VIII.  c  1^* ?'^  ^n 
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an  article  dated  the  20th  day  of  June  laft,  in  the 
cafh-book,  Fol.  125,  charges  the  faid  fum  of  five 
miHions  as  received  \  which  account  was  paffed,  and 
allowed  by  the  company's  Com.  of  treafury,  on,  or 
fome  time  after  the  4th  day  of  Auguft  laft ;  and 
yet  in  the  account  of  the  third  money-fubfcription 
delivered  mto  this  houfc,  it  is  Hated  at  4,400,000/. 
only,  the  remaining  fum  of  600,000/.  being  entered 
on  the  credit  fide  of  the  faid  calh-book  on  the  19th 
o{ 'December^  1720,  as  a  fuppofed  deficiency  of  the 
payment  on  this  fubfcription ;  although  it  appears 
to  your  Com.  upon  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Lockyer^ 
and  others,  that  not  only  the  whole  fum  of  five 
millions,  but  even  a  confiderable  exceeding  thereon 
was  paid  in;  that  a  great  deal  of  money  was  repaid 
back  to  reduce  the  fnbfcription  to  five  millions-,  and, 
that  they  had  money  enough  paid  in  for  near  eight 
millions. 

That  at  a  court  of  Directors  held  the  12th  day 
of  Auguft  laft,  it  was  refolved  to  take  in  a  fourth 
money-fubfcription  for  one  million,  at  the  rate  of 
1000/.  per  cent.  And  at  a  court  of  Diredors,  held 
the  25th  of  the  fame  month,  it  was  declared,  that 
uponcaftingup  the  books,  it  was  found  the  faid  fourth 
money-fubfcription,  inftead  of  one  million,  was  in- 
creafed  to  1,250,000/.  which  was  occafioned  by 
taking  the  faid  fubfcription  in  feveral  books  -,  and 
at  the  before-mentioned  general  court,  held  the  8th 
day  of  September  laft,  the  Sub-governor  declared 
the  fourth  money-fubfcription  was  compleated  to 
i,2^o,oco/.  and  Mr.  Knight  the  Cafhier  hath,  in  an 
article  dated  the  30th  day  o^  Auguft  laft,  and  entered 
in  the  cafh-book,  Fol.  '128,  given  the  company 
credit  for  the  firft  payment  made  on  the  4th  fub- 
fcription, viz,  for  2,500,000/.  which  account  was 
pafted,  and  allowed  by  the  Com.  of  treafury,  on 
the  4th  day  of  O^ober  laft  ;  and  yet  in  the  account 
ot  the  faid  fourth  money-fubfcription  delivered  into 

this 
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this  houfe,  it  is  dated  at  1,200,000/.  only  :  That 
upon  the  examination  of  Mr.  Knight^  and  feveral  of 
the  direflors,  in  relation  to  the  deficiency  of  the 
faid  third  and  fourth  money- fubfcriptions,  their  an- 
fwers  Were  very  unfatisfadory  :  And  your  Com. 
cannot  but  obferve,  that  as  by  the  before-mentioned 
additions  to  the  firft  two  money-fubfcriptious,  fome 
perfons  made  great  gains,  whilft  the  price  of  the 
faid  fubfcriptions  continued  high  ;  fo  when  the  price 
of  the  fubfcriptions  fell,  many  other  perfons  were 
favoured,  by  having  their  fubfcriptions  withdrawn, 
which  was  the  caufe  of  the  deficiency. 

That  on  the  fecond  money-fubfcription  eaclj  di- 
rector was  allowed,  for  himfelf  and  friends,  26,000/. 
and  that  the  remainder  of  the  million  at  firft  refolved 
to  be  taken  in,  was  at  the  difpofal  of  the  Sub  and 
Deputy-governors  ♦,  but  for  whofe  benefit  the  addi- 
tional fubfcription  of  500,000  /.  was  intended,  your 
Com.  have  not  yet  been  able  to  difcover. 

That  on  the  third  money-fabfcription  each  di- 
redor  was  allowed  54,000/.  for  himfelf  and  friends, 
and  that  feveral  large  lifts  of  the  names  of  perfons 
were  fent  to  the  Sub-governor,  to  be  admitted  into 
the  faid  third  fubfcription  ;  viz,  by  the  Earl  of  Sun- 
derland^ firft  Lord  Commiftioner  of  the  treafury,  a 
lift  amounting  to  167,000/.  hyJohuAifuahie^  Efq; 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchcciuer^  another  of  the 
Lords  of  the  treafury,  a  lift  amounting  to  75,300/. 
by  James  Craggs^  Efq;  one  of  his  Majefty's  prin- 
cipal Secretaries  of  ftate,  two  lifts,  amounting  to 
695,000  /.  and  by  Charles  Stanhope^  Efq;  one  of  the 
Secretaries  of  the  treafury,  a  lift  amounting  to 
49,700  /.  which  four  laft  mentioned  lifts  amount  to 
987,000/. 

That  upon  examination,  it  appears,  that  other 
lifts  have  been  given  in,  as  well  on  the  third  as  on  the 
fecond  fubfcription  •,  but  the  fame  being  loft  or  mif- 
laid,  as  your  Com.  have  been  informed,    they  are 

c  2  thereby 


36  APPENDIX. 

thereby  difabled  at  prefent,  from  making  any  report 
thereon. 

They  find  25,000/.  of  the  fecond  fubfcrlption 
hath  been  given  unto  John  AislahiCy  Efq-,  about  eight 
or  ten  days  after  the  opening  of  that  fubfcription,  at 
which  time  the  fubfcriptions  were  at  an  advanced 
price,  of  about  40/.  fer  Cent,  and  foon  after  rofc 
vaftly  higher. 

That  it  doth  not  appear  to  your  Com.  that  any 
of  the  perfons,  who  had  the  honour  to  ferve  his  Ma- 
jefly  in  the  treafury,  or  in  any  other  part  of  the  ad- 
miniftration,  ufed  any  endeavours  to  prevent  the  di- 
rectors of  the  South'fea  company  from  taking  in  fub- 
fcriptions at  the  aforefaid  extravagant  prices  -,  but  on 
the  contrary,  it  doth  appear,  that  fome  of  them,  by 
the  hfls  they  gave  in  aforefaid,  did  not  only  en- 
courage and  promote  the  faid  fubfcriptions,  but  did 
greatly  inlarge  the  fame. 

Your  Com.  obferving  that  Sir  John  Fellows^  late 
fub-governor  of  the  Southfea  company  did  at  a  ge- 
neral court  of  the  faid  company,  held  the  21ft  day 
Q^  Aprily  1720,  acquaint  that  court,  that  the  defign 
of  the  government's  million  di  Exchequer  bills  to  be 
lent  to  the  company,  by  virtue  of  the  late  a(5t  of 
Parliament  for  ilTuing  Exchequer  bills  to  be  cir- 
culated at  or  near  the  Exchequer^  was  to  enable  the 
company  to  lend  money  upon  their  flock  ♦,  and  find- 
ing that  by  order  of  the  court  of  directors  of  the 
faid  company  the  fame  had  been  ^o  lent  out,  your 
Com.  proceeded  to  inquire  into  this  affair. 

And  on  examination  of  Mr.  Robert  Knight^  late 
cafliier  of  the  lliid  company,  he  declared,  that  he  did 
not  remember  that  any  application  was  made  by  the 
directors  to  have  thofe  bills  ifTued  ;  but  that  the  firil 
difcourfe  of  this  mdXitv  \\  Ashy  J  ohnAiJlahie^  Efq-,  then 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer^  a  week  before  the  pro- 
pofals  of  the  South-fea  company  were  offered  to  this 
houfe  ',  that  Mr.  Aijlahie  faid,  it  would  be  more  ac- 
ceptable to  have  thofe  bills  circulated  at  the  Exche- 
quer^ 
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quer^  than  to  fend  them  to  the  Bank  or  elfewhere, 
and  that  the  company  might  afford  to  circulate  them 
for  nothing,  they  being  to  be  lent  to  the  company 
to  enable  them  to  execute  their  fcheme.  That  the  ex- 
aminant  believed,  the  intention  of  lending  the  faid 
bills  upon  flock  had  been  communicated  to  Mr. 
Aijlabie^  (and  that  he  the  examinant)  on  his  attending 
at  the  treafury  to  folicite  the  iiTuing  of  thefe  bills, 
did  mention  that  defign,  and  never  heard  that, the 
treafury  difapproved  of  it. 

That  Sir  John  Blunt  declared,  it  would  be  better 
to  employ  thofe  bills  in  the  lending  upon  ftock,  than 
in  paying  of  the  redeemables,  which  would  take  up 
liiore  time. 

Hereupon  your  Com.  examining  Sir  John  FeU 
lowsy  he  faid,  that  he  and  others  of  the  direftors 
treated  with  Mr.  Aijlahie  and  others  at  the  treafury, 
about  the  ifluing  the  faid  Exchequer  bills  ;  but  that 
it  was  firft  propofed  to  Mr.  Aijlabie^  and  the  exami- 
nant believed,  it  was  at  firfl  mentioned  by  Sir  John 
Blunt^  in  a  Com.  of  the  diredors,  and  that  it  was 
the  general  opinion  of  the  directors. 

Your  Com.  examining  Sir  John  Blunt  upon  this 
tranfacflion,  he  declared,  that  he  fpoke  to  Mr. 
Aislahie  to  haften  the  iffuing  of  the  faid  bills  ;  and 
that  himfelf,  or  fome  other  cf  the  diredlors  acquaint- 
ed Mr.  Aislahie  (as  he  believes  at  the  treafury)  with 
the  company's  defign  to  lend  them  upon  ftock  ;  that 
it  did  not,  at  firft,  arife  from  the  diredors,  but  that 
it  was  intimated  to  them  before,  or  very  foon  after 
the  company's  propofals  were  laid  before  the  houfe, 
by  fome  of  the  treafury,  and  on  recolledlion,  the  ex- 
aminant faid  it  was  by  Mr.  Aislahie^  to  enable  the 
company  to  carry  on  their  fcheme,  and  thereby  to 
raife  the  price  of  their  ftock,  the  borrowers  being 
enabled  to  buy  ftock. 

That  by  the  book  of  loans  delivered  into  this 

houfe,  it  appears  that  the  fum  of  95039,936/.  \is. 
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was  lent  to  feveral  perfons  on  the  fecurity  of 
2,563,117/.  17  J.  5  i.  {lock:  And  that  the  farther 
fum  of  2,2' J 9, 089/.  was  lent  on  the  fecurity  of 
773,600/.  fubfcription-receipts  •,  the  money  fo  lent, 
and  ftill  remaining  due,  amounting  in  the  whole  to 
the  fum  of  11,259,025/.  1 1  j. 

That  by  feveral  refolutions  of  the  court  of  direc- 
tors of  the  2 1  ft  of  Aprils  the  20th  of  May^  and  the 
9th  of  June  laft,  for  three  feveral  loans,  it  appears, 
that  the  fum  refolved  by  them  to  be  lent  on  ftock 
from  the  21ft  of  Aprils  to  the  2  ith  of  May^  was  li- 
mitted  to  500,000  /.  in  the  whole,  and  that  not  more 
than  5,000/.  fhould  be  lent  to  any  one  perfon,  and 
fuch  loan  to  be  only  at  the  rate  of  250 /.  on  100  /. 
ftock  ;  that  from  the  20th  o^  May  to  the  9th  of 
June^  the  rule  of  lending  was  at  the  rate  of  300  /. 
on  100/.  ftock,  and  that  not  more  than  3,000/. 
fhould  be  lent  to  any  one  perfon  ;  and  from  the  9th 
c^June^  the  rule  of  lending  was  at  400/.  on  100/. 
ftock,  and  that  not  more  than  4,000  /.  ftiould  be  lent 
to  any  one  perfon. 

That  on  examination  of  the  book  of  loans,  it 
appears,  that  on  the  firft  loan,  the  rules  of  lending 
"  were  greatly  exceeded,  viz.  That  there  was  lent  in 
the  whole  g4S^^3  ^  ^-  rnore  than  the  fum  of  500,000/. 
to  which  the  faid  loan  was  confined.  That  the  ex- 
cefs  above  250/.  on  100/.  ftock,  amounts  to  316, 
740/.  and  the  excefs  above  5,000/.  to  one  perfon. 
.amounts  in  the  whole  to  779,231/.  That  on  the 
fecond  loan  the  excefs  above  the  rate  of  300  /.  on 
100/.  ftock  amounts  to  30,750/.  and  the  excefs 
above  3,000/.  to  one  perfon,  amounts  in  the  whole 
to  169,025  /.  And  that  on  the  third  loan,  the  ex- 
cefs above  400  /.  on  100  /.  ftock  amounts  to  59,41 3/. 
and  the  excefs  above  the  rate  of  4,000/.  to  one  per- 
fon, amounts  in  the  whole,  to  1,447,677/.  For  the 
particulars  of  all  which,  your  Com.  refer  to  the 
book  marked  No.  IV.  in  which  the  fame  are  dif- 
tinftly  exprefied,  and  the  refolutions  of  the  general 

court. 
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court,  and  court  of  diredlors,  in  relation  to  loaris, 
are  tranfcribed. 

That  your  Com.  do  not  find  any  refolution,  eitlrer 
of  a  general  court,  or  a  court  of  diredors,  for  lend- 
ing money  on  fubfcription-receipts ;  but  by  the  exa- 
minations which  they  have  taken,  it  appears,  that 
Mr.  Knight^  the  late  cafhier  of  the  Soutb-fea  compa- 
ny, and  his  under  cafhier  and  clerks,  by  his  dired:ions, 
did  lend  money  on  the  fubfcription- receipts,  by  ver- 
bal orders  from  the  diredrors  of  the  laid  company, 
and  under  colour  of  an  order  of  a  general  court, 
made  the  2i{lof  Aprils  1720  to  impower  the  court 
of  directors  from  time  to  time,  as  they  fliall  fee  for 
the  intereil  of  the  company,  to  lend  any  fum  or  fums 
of  the  company's  money,  on  the  company's  prefent 
and  to  be  increafed  capital  flock  -,  and  to  do  all  fuch 
matters  and  things,  as  they  fhould  judge  moil  for 
the  good  of  the  company. 

But  your  Com.  find,  that  by  the  fecond  by-law  of 
the  faid  company,  relating  to  the  keeping  the  cafh 
of  company,  it  was  ordained,  that  the  cafh  of  the 
corporation  fhould  from  time  to  time  be  kept  under 
three  feveral  locks,  with  different  wards,  the  keys  of 
which  to  be  kept,  one  by  the  calhier,  and  the  other 
two  by  fuch  of  the  governor,  fub-governor,  deputy- 
governor  or  diredors,  as  the  faid  court  fliould  from 
time  to  time  appoint,  except  fuch  fum  or  fums  as 
the  court  of  diredors  fhould  think  necefTary  to  let 
remain  in  the  cuflody  of  the  cafhier  ^  and  no  money 
relating  to  the  trade  or  affairs  of  the  faid  company 
fhould  be  difpofed  of,  without  an  order  of  the  faid 
court  of  directors  -,  and  that  the  intereft  and  all  other 
advantages,  arifing  and  growing  upon  the  cafh  of 
the  faid  company,  fhould  be  brought  to  the  account 
of  the  faid  company.  However,  it  appears  that  the 
faid  loans  on  fubfcriptions  were  generally  knowg, 
and  never  objeded  againfl,  by  any  of  the  directors 
in  a  general  court,  or  in  any  court  of  diredors. 

c  4  That 
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That  on  the  faid  loans  on  flock,  the  ftock  was 
transferred  to  perfons  for  that  purpofe  norninated, 
in  the  fame  manner  as  if  the  fame  had  been  abfolutely 
fold,  without  any  defcazance  on  the  part  of  the  com- 
pany, or  of  the  perfons  to  whom  the  flock  was 
transferred,  for  re-transferring  the  fame,  on  repayment 
of  the  money,  nor  was  any  covenant  or  other  fecu- 
rity  taken,  for  repayment  from  the  borrowers,  except 
the  flock  fo  transferred  ;  nor  doth  there  appear  any 
diflindlion  between  the  faid  transfers  on  loans,  and 
the  other  transfers,  which  were  made  of  (lock  abfo- 
lutely purchafed,  on  account  of  the  company  -,  upon 
which  your  Com.  obferve,  that  it  was  in  the  power 
of  the  perfons  to  whom  the  faid  pawned  ftock  was 
transferred,  to  difpofe  thereof  at  any  time,  as  they 
thought  fit,  when  the  price  of  ftock  was  high,  and 
to  replace  the  fame  when  it  fell. 

And  your  Com.  do  find,  that  on  the  19th  day  of 
05foher  laft,  the  faid  Mr.  Knight^  to  whom  the  faid 
pawned  ftock  was  transferred,  did,  purfuant  to  an 
order  of  the  court  of  directors,  transfer  ftock  to  the 
amount  of  2,141,867/.  ijs.  5^.  to  Sir  Harcourt 
Mafters^  Col.  Hugh  Raymond^  Edward  Gibbon y  and 
John  Gore^  Truftees,  for  that  purpofe  nominated  by 
the  court  of  diredlors,  in  whofe  names  the  fame  now 
remains;  but  the  fum  is  421,250/.  Ihort  of  the 
aforefaid  fum  of  2,563,117/.  lys,  5^.  which  is 
mentioned  in  the  faid  book  of  loans,  to  have  been 
pledged  for  the  fccurity  of  the  repayment  of  the 
aforefaid  fum  of  ^'y02g^<^'^6L  lis,  from  which  it  is 
evident,  that  the  faid  fum  of  42 1,250/.  of  the  ftock 
mortgaged  or  pawned  on  loans,  as  aforefaid,  has  been 
fold,  or  otherwife  difpofed  of  by  the  truftees,  or 
agents  of  the  South  fea  coWi^zny  ;  and  till  re-placed, 
cannot  be  re-  transferred  to  thofe,  by  whom  the  fame 
was  pawned  or  mortgaged  :  Upon  which  your  Com. 
obferve,  how  eafy  it  was  for  the  truftees  of  the  com- 
pany to  have  fold  the  faid  ftock  when  it  was  at  high 
prices,  and  to  have  replaced  the  fame  again  when  it 
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fell ;  for  on  examination  it  appears,  that  there  was 
no  diftind  and  feparate  account  kept  of  the  faid 
mortgaged  and  pawned  ftock,  nor  was  the  fame 
any  ways  diftinguifhed  from  the  other  ftock  of 
thofe  perfons,  to  whom  it  was  at  firil  transferred. 

That  as  to  the  faid  fum  of  2,219,087/.  lent  on 
773,600/.  fubfcription  receipts,  it  appears  by  the 
aforefaid  book  of  loans,  that  the  general  rule  of 
lending  was  at  the  rate  of  300/.  on  100  fubfcrip- 
tion receipts ;  but  excluding  from  the  faid  loans 
on  fubfcriptions  the  two  great  loans,  the  one  to 
the  million-bank,  and  the  other  to  Turner  and 
company,  the  loans,  to  the  other  borrowers,  will  . 
at  an  avarage  come  out  above  300  per  cent.  Ic 
appears  that  on  the  firil  fubfcription  receipts,  at 
the  time  of  the  faid  lending,  there  was  paid  in 
only  from  90/.  to  120I.  per  cent. ^2in6.  on  the  fe- 
cond  fubfcription  receipts  generally  40  /.  and  on 
fome  few  80  /.  per  cent,  but  how  much  more  there 
hath  been  paid  in  fmce,  or  whether  all  the  faid 
fubfcription  receipts,  on  which  money  was  lent,  be 
now  remaining  in  the  cuftody  of  any  perfon  for 
the  fecurity  of  the  company,  your  Committee  can- 
not at  prefent  difcovcr  -,  the  receipts  not  having* 
been  as  yet  produced  to  them. 

That  it  appears  that  Turner  and  company  were 
employed  by  the  direftors,  to  lend  out  500,000/. 
on  fubfcription  receipts,  and  that  they  accordingly 
lent  150,000/.  on  fuch  receipts,  after  the  rate  of 
icjoL  per  cent,  on  the  firft  fubfcription,  and  40 1, 
per  cent,  on  the  fecond.  But  fuch  rates  being  by 
the  faid  directors  thought  too  low,  the  faid  Turner 
and  company  were  ordered  to  proceed  no  farther 
in  difpofing  of  the  remaining  part  of  the  faid 
500,000/.  and  were  told  at  the  fame  time,  that 
by  lending  at  fuch  low  rates  on  fubfcriptions,  they 
were  ruining  the  ftock.  And  it  alfo  appears,  that 
Mr.  Knight  did  iffue  a  confiderable  fum  to  be  dif- 
pofed  of  by  brokers,  for  the  refufal  of  South-Sea 

ftock 
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fiock  at  certain  times,  at  very  high  prices;  and 
likcwife,  that  on  the  declenfion  of  the  price  of 
the  flock,  large  fums  were  ifTued  to  purchafe  ftock 
on  account  of  the  company,  at  very  high  prices  ; 
and  part  of  the  flock  then  bought  appears  to  have 
belonged  to  fome  of  the  direcflors  of  the  faid  com- 
pany :  And  akhough  your  Com.  are  not  yet  pre- 
pared to  fet  this  matter  in  a  full  light,  they  cannot 
but  obferve,  that  the  faid  diredlors,  in  all  their  pro- 
ceedings in  the  execution  of  their  fcheme,  appear 
to  have  had  chiefly  in  view  the  raifmg  and  fup- 
porting  the  imaginary  value  of  the  flock,  at  an 
extravagant  and  high  price,  for  the  benefit  of 
themfelves,  and  thofe  who  were  in  the  fecret  with 
them. 

That  as  to  the  aforefaid  loans  on  fubfcription 
receipts,  it  appears,  there  were  no  defeazances  exe- 
cuted by  thole  with  whom   the  receipts  were  de- 
pofited,  for  a  re-delivery   of  the  fame  on  repay- 
ment of  the  money,     nor  any  fecurity  given   by 
the  borrowers,  befides  the  receipts  by  them  fo  de- 
livered ;    nor  doth  any  thing  die  appear  to  diflin- 
guifh  the  receipts  fo  pledged,  from  fuch  receipts  as 
were,    or  might  have  been,  abfolutely  fold  to  the 
company  -,    for  all  the  faid  receipts  were  made  out 
in  one  name,  viz.  Jofeph  S afford^    and    by  his  in- 
dorfement  the  bearer  became   intitled  to  the  pro- 
perty thereof ;    upon   which  your  Com.   obferve, 
the  iecuriry  of  the  company,  as  to  the  money  lent 
on  the  faid   fubfcription   receipts,   is  more  precari- 
ous than  the  loans  on  flock  ;    for  by  the  transfer 
book   it  might  appear  by  whom   fuch  flock  was 
transferred  ;  but  it  hath  not  yet  appeared  to  your 
Com.  that  any  books  have   been  kept,    or  entries 
made,  of  the  names  of  the  perfons  to  whom  fuch 
loans    have   been    made   on    fubfcription  receipts : 
And  your  Com.  do  farther  obferve,  that  it  was  in 
the  power  of  the  perfons  with  whom   fuch  fub- 
fl:ription  receipts  were  depoficed,  to  fell  the  fame 
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at  high  prices,  and  to  replace  them  again  when 
the  price  fell.  And  upon  the  whole  it  doth  ap- 
pear to  your  Com.  that  the  fiiid  loans  on  ftock 
and  on  fubfcriptions  have  been  managed  with  the 
utmoft  negligence,  with  refped  to  the  intereft  of 
the  company,  and  were  contrived  for  the  raifing 
and  keeping  up  the  price  of  (lock  at  an  extrava- 
gant height. 

Before  your  Com.  conclude  this  report,  they 
think  it  proper  to  obferve,  that  it  has  appeared  to 
them  throughout  their  examination,  that  Mr. 
Knight^  Cafhier  of  the  South-Sea  company,  was 
principally  concerned  in  itheir  moft  fecret  tranf- 
adlions.  And  your  Com.  have  been  informed  by 
Sir  Theodore  Janjfen^  foon  after  Mr.  Knight'^ 
withdrawing  himleif,  that  upon  his  prefTing  Mr. 
Knight^  two  or  three  days  before  he  went  away, 
to  make  a  difcovery  of  whatfoever  he  knew  relat- 
ing to  the  whole  proceedings  j  Mr.  Knight  an- 
fwered,  that  if  he  ihould  difclofe  all  he  knew,  it 
would  open  fuch  a  fcene  as  the  world  would  be 
furprized  at. 

Your  Com.  having  made  this  progrefs  in  their 
inquiry,  have  thought  themfelves  obliged  to  lay 
this  report  before  the  houfe  ;  and  will  proceed  in 
their  farther  examination  of  the  matters  referred 
to  them,  with  the  utmoft  diligence. 

To  i\\\s  fir ji  report  was  annexed  an  appendix^  the 
moft  material  parts  of  which  are,  as  follow : 

At  folio  12  1. 
March  30.     To  South-fea  ftock,    for) 
1720.         15000/.    fold    305,    tof 

anfwer  the  1 700/.  per  an-w^-^'^ 
nam,  on  the  other  fide.  — j 

Note^  The  1 700  /.  on  the  credit  fide,  is  thus  en- 
tered.    By  annuities  for  99   years   bought  of  the 

Duke 
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Duke  oF  Portlandy  Lord  de  la  Warr^  and  the  ho- 
nourable John  Weft^  Efq-,  ijoo  I.  per  ann.  ^t  ij 
years,  45,000/.  with  intereft  from  Chriftmas  to 
Lady-day^  425/.  the  fame  being  fubfcribed  into 
the  capital  flock  of  the  South-Sea  company,  in  the- 
name  of  Robert  Surman^  in  truft  for  the  company. 

Appendix  N**  II. 

In  tbeftock  leidger  hook^  F.  commencing  the  2^th  of 

December,  1719. 

A  A 

Charles  Stangape^  Efq;  debtor,    per  contra  creditor. 


202230 


1720. 
June  24  By  ba-  j 
lance  for  50000/ 
South'fea^  carri-?3750oo 
ed  to  No.  G.  I 
Fo.  62.  J 


\  375000 


172770 


Fol.  99. 

1720.  N 

June  nth  10  I 
cafli,  for         I 
22000  S,  S.     ) 
to  R.  Knight 
and  R.  Sur- 
man\  order. 

To  ditto 
28000   ditto 
to  J,  Stokes^s, 
account. 

(       50000. 

In  the  ftock  leidger^    G.  commencing  the  z^th  of 

June,  1720. 

B  B 

Charles  St angape^  Efq^  debtor,  per  contra  ctcditor, 

62. 

J  y 20,  June  24, 
To  balance  on 
50000  South- 
SeOy  from  T. 
C.  and  Co.  Fo. 

S9-  ) 


1720 
Novem,   4.  By 
J,  Sawbridge 
1  and  Co.  for 

)375°o°55ooo  S.S,  to 
their  account, 
Fo.  7. 


) 3 75000 


Aug. 
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Aug.  20.  To  Midfummer 
Dividend  5000  ditto 


55000. 

John  Maddy^  cafhier  to  Turner^  and  company, 
faid  that  the  entries  in  the  general,  or  '  clearing 
book,  letter  C.  at  fol.  no.  viz. 

2000  South- Sea  to  Robert  Surman^  debit  full 

note,  27  April, 
10000  Ditto  to  R,  Knight^  full  note  4th  of 

June. 
1 0000  Ditto  to  ditto,    full  49,000,  note  18 

JpriL 

did  import,  that  the  perfon  named  there  Charles 
Stangape^  did  deliver  to  Turner  and  company,  the 
feveral  notes  of  Robert  Surman  and  Robert  Knight^ 
for  the  delivery  of  thofe  refpedlive  parcels  of 
South- fea  ftock  to  him,  which  notes  Turner  and 
company  accepted  as  fo  much  ftock  transferred  to 
them,  by  which  they  could  have  the  fame  upon 
the  faid  notes. 

Robert  Surman  alfo  did  confels,  that  thofe  en- 
tries did  import,  and  might  be  underftood  as  ex- 
plained above  by  John  Maddy  ;  this  examinant 
and  Mr.  Knight  having  ufed  to  fubfcribe,  and  de- 
liver out  fuch  notes,  for  South-fea  ftock  to  be  ac- 
cordingly delivered  *,  but  faid,  that  fuch  entries 
might  likewife  imply,  that  the  perfon  named 
Charles  Stangape  had  notes  for  ftock  to  that  va- 
lue, given  by  Turner  and  company  to  the  exami- 
nant, and  to  Robert  Knight  -,  which  fort  of  notes 
Mr.  Knight  frequently  accepted  from  Turner  and 
company,  and  delivered  out  as  ftock,  inftead  of 
making  adual  transfers. 

The 
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The  Second  Report, 

Of  the  Committee  of  fecrecy^  ^hichon  the  2K,th 
of  February  la/l  Mr,  Broderick,  their  Chair- 
maUy  ddivered  to  the  houfe  of  Commons^  was 
infiihflance^  as  Jo  Hows  -, 

TH  E  Com.  of  fecrecy  appointed  to  inquire 
into  all  proceedings  relating  to  the  execution 
of  the  ad:  pafTed  the  laft  ftfTion  of  Parliament, 
(intitled  an  ah  for  enabling  the  South-fea  company 
to  increafe  their  prefent  capital ftock  and  fund^  &c.) 
have  made  fome  farther  progrefs  in  ths  examina- 
tion of  the  matters  referred  to  them. 

Upon  the  examination  of  Mr.  Matthew  TVey- 
mondfold^  broker,  and  of  John  Faulconhridge  his 
book-keeper,  touching  the  particulars  of  ftock 
bought  by  IVeymondfold^  for  John  Aiflahie^  Efq; 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Execheq^uer^  fpecified  in  the 
account  annexed  to  the  former  report  of  your 
Com.  it  appears  that  among  other  great  fums  in 
ftock  bought  by  Weymondfold^  on  Mr.  Aijlahie\ 
account,  the  fum  of  20,000  /.  South  fea  ftock,  was 
on  the  1 2th  of  February^  '^7^9-  delivered  to  Mr. 
Weymondfold^  by  Mr.  Robert  Surman,  then  depu- 
ty cafhier  of  the  South-fea  company,  by  order  of 
Mr.  Hawes^  at  the  rate  of  130/.  per  cent,  for  the 
ufe  of  Mr.  A'flabie^  which  is  about  40  /.  psr  cent. 
below  the  market  price,  as  appears  by  the  account 
of  ftock  fold,  laid  before  this  houfe. 

Upon  this  your  Com.  fent  for  Mr.  Hawes,  and 
examined  him  as  to  this  20,000/.  He  fiid,  he  re- 
members that  Mr.  Weymondfold  applied  to  him 
for  this  20,000/.  ftock;  and  the  examinant  told 
him,  that  he  had  no  orders  for  the  delivering  fuch 
ftock ;  but  the  examinant  could  not  remember 
whether  he  went  to  Mr.  Aijlabie^  and  had  his  di- 
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regions  to  fend  Mr.  Weymondfold  to  Mr.  Surman^ 
or  whether  he  (the  examinant)  did  not  tell  Mr. 
Weymondjold  to  go  to  Mr.  Surman^  for  it ;  but 
that  if  he  did  fend  him  to  Mr.  Surman^  he  had 
Mr.  Aijlabieh  directions  for  that  purpofe. 

John  Faulconhridge  informed  your  Com.  that 
on  the  9th  of  February^  ^7^9-  ^^  ^^^  ^^ke  in  the 
faid  20,000/.  flock  of  Mr.  Surman^  for  Mr. 
Aijlabieh  ufe,  at  130  /.  per  cent,  and  that  the  ex- 
aminant, on  the  1 2th  of  the  faid  month,  wrote  off 
this  flock  from  Mr.  Surman^s  to  Mr.  Aijlabie^s 
account  -,  but  your  Com.  examining  Mr.  Surman 
as  to  this  matter,  he  faid,  he  did  not  remember 
his  transferring  the  faid  flock ;  but  faid,  that  he 
had  a  great  quantity  of  flock  in  his  nam.e,  in  truft 
for  Mr.  Knight.^  and  transferred  the  fame  on  ver- 
bal orders  only  ;  and  that  this  20,000/.  (if  it  was 
transferred)  was  transferred  by  Mr.  Knight^^  di- 
redlions. 

Your  Com.  alfo  found,  on  the  examination  of 
the  fiid  Mr.  IVeymond/old,  and  John  Faulconbridge^ 
that  feveral  parcels  of  South-fea  flock,  amount- 
ing to  20,000  /.  flock,  were  bought  by  Mr.  IVey- 
monJfold  for  Mr.  Aijlabie^  on  the  ifl  of  March^ 
1 719,  at  feveral  prices,  amounting  in  the  whole 
to  35,357 7.  10  J.  And  that  Mr.  Knight.,  late  cafhier 
of  the  South-Sea  company,  paid  the  examinant  the 
money  for  fuch  flock,  and  placed  the  fame  to 
Mr.  Aijlabk's  account.  Mr.  Weymondfold  produ- 
ced to  your  Com.  a  letter  from  Mr.  Aijlabie  to 
him,  dated  the  ifl  of  March  171 9.  whereby  he 
dire6ls  Mr.  Weymondjold  to  buy  this  20,000 
/.  flock,  and  adds,  that  he  would  defire  Mr.  Knight 
to  pay  him  the  money  for  the  fud  flock  ;  which 
letter,  the  examinant  faid,  is  of  the  hand  writing 
of  Mr.  Aijlabie,  and  was  received  by  the  examinant 
on  faid  1  ft  of  M^r<ri> ;  and  the  examinant  return- 
ed an  anfwer  to  Mr.  Aiflabie  the  fame  day.  That 
on   the   4th  of  March  lad,    Mr.  Knight  adjufled 
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the  faid  ftock  with  the  examinant,  who  delivered 
the  ftock  to  Mr.  Knight^  for  the  ufe  of  Mr.  At- 
Jlabie^  and  Mr.  Knight  paid  the  examinant  the 
money  for  fuch  ftock. 

John  Faulconhridge  (who  was  concerned  in  enter- 
ing and  making  out  the  accounts  kept  of  this 
ftock)  being  examined,  faid,  that  about  a  fortnight 
fince,  and  after  Mr.  Weymondfold's  firft  examina- 
tion before  the  houfe  of  Peers,  and  his  delivering 
in  an  account  of  ftock  bought  for  Mr.  Aijlahie^ 
to  your  Com.  Mr.  Aijlabie  requiring  the  pardcu- 
lars  of  the  ftock  bought  and  fold  for  him  by  Mr. 
Weymondfold^  the  examinant,  by  Mr.  lVeymondfold\ 
dire6tions,  attended  Mr.  Aijlabie  with  the  particu- 
lars thereof;  That  Mr.  Aislabie  then  objefled  a- 
gainft  the  faid  20,000/.  ftock  bought  the  ift  of 
March^  and  with  execrations  not  fit  to  be  repeat- 
ed, declared,  he  knew  nothing  of  it  -,  and  bid  the 
examinant  tell  Mr.  IVeymondfold^  That  he  (Mr, 
Aiflabie)  muft  declare  the  fame  upon  oath  at  the  bar 
of  the  houfe.  The  examinant  then  told  him,  that 
he  happened  to  objedt  againft  an  article,  which 
was  the  plaineft  in  his  account,  for  that  this  very 
20,000  /.  ftock  was  taken  in  for  him,  and  paid  for 
by  Mr.  Knight  \  and  that  the  examinant  had  fhewn 
the  fame  article  to  Mr.  Waller^  (Mr.  Aislabie^s 
'  fon-in-law)  in  an  account  made  up  and  fettled  with 
Mr.  Knight  long  fmce,  which  Mr.  Waller  (who 
was  then  prefent)  faid  was  true ;  and  the  exami- 
nant the  next  day  attending  Mr.  Aislabie  with  an 
explanation  of  the  account,  on  fight  of  it,  Mr. 
Aislabie  exprefTed  himfelf  thus,  viz^  Ay^  this  makes 
it  plainer  -,  now  I  can  recollect  fomething  of  it. 

The  faid  Mr.  Weymondfold  farther  informed 
your  Com.  that  there  were  dealings  between  Mr. 
Aislabie  and  Mr.  Knight ;  and  that  the  examinant 
had  feen  a  green  book  in  Mr.  Knight^s  cuftody, 
wherein  the  account  of  Mr.  Aislabie  was  kept; 
which  green  book  your  Com.  apprehended  to  be 
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the  fame  book  mentioned  in  the  examination  of 
Mr.  Surman^  taken  notice  of  in  their  former  re- 
port. 

Mr.  Hawes  farther  acquainted  your  Com.  that 
he  had  dealings  in  flock  with  Mr.  Aislahie  for  a 
confiderable  time,  and  kept  an  account  of  the 
fame  in  a  book,  of  which  Mr.  Aislabie  had  a  du- 
phcate.  That  the  account  in  the  faid  books  was 
continued  till  fome  time  in  November  lafl ;  and 
that  upon  every  adjuilment,  Mr.  /iijlabie  and  the 
examinant  ufualJy  figned  each  others  books ;  that 
(among  other  things)  the  faid  books  contained 
accounts  of  quantities  of  Sonth-fea  (lock  bought 
and  fold  by  the  examinant  for  Mr.  Aijlabie.  That 
fome  time  in  November  laft  accounts  were  finally 
fettled  and  ad jufted  between  them;  and  thereup- 
on the  examinant  was  ordered  by  Mr.  Aifiabie^  to 
bring  the  book,  which  the  examinant  was  unwill- 
ing to  do.  faying,  that  he  ought  to  keep  it  for 
his  own  jultificaiion:  But  yix.  Aijlabie  x.o\di  him, 
that  the  account  being  then  made  up  between 
them,  he  would  have  the  book  up,  that  no  body 
elfe  might  fee  it.  And  Mr.  Atjlabie  gave  the  exa- 
minant a  receipt  in  full  of  all  demands,  and  the 
examinant  delivered  him  the  book.  Mr.  Hawes 
farther  faid,  that  he  never  was  defired  fo  to  do, 
nor  ever  did  the  like  to  any  perfon  with  whom  he 
had  dealing  of  this  nature. 

Your  Com.  have  been  informed  by  Mr.  Ro- 
bert Surm.'-n,  that  feveral  fums  of  money  were 
paid  out  of  the  company's  cafh  to  John  Aijl^bie^ 
Efq;  and  by  the  book  of  draughts  kept  by  the 
South-fea  company,  and  the  bank,  and  alfo  by 
the  faid  Mr.  Surman's  examJnation,  your  Com. 
find,  that  on  the  Sth  of  April,  1720,  a  bill  for 
27,378/.  i^s.  6d.  was  drawn  by  Mr.  Knight^ 
then  cafhier  of  the  South-Sea  company,  upon  the 
bank  of  England,  payable  to  the  faid  Mr.  Aijlabie^ 
and  the  entry  of  that  bill  in  the  cafh   draught-book 
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has  been  fmce  razed  by  Mr.  Knighth  dire61:ion, 
who  told  Mr.  Surman^  that  he  had  taken  that  bill 
back  again  in  payment  (as  the  examinant  believed) 
from  Mr.  Aijlahie.  That  a  bill  for  the  farther 
fum  of  6000/.  was  drawn  the  nth  of  June  1720, 
and  paid  by  the  hank^  out  of  the  cafh  kept 
there,  in  the  name  of  the  South-fea  company,  to 
Mr.  Aijlahie^  on  the  loth  of  September  laft  ;  and 
the  fums  of  4700/.  and  86/.  were  in  the  like  manner 
drawn  the  20th  of  September  laft,  and  paid  to  the 
faid  Mr.  Aijlabie  on  the  the  firft  of  October  following. 
Your  Com.  are  ftill  proceeding  upon  the  mat- 
ters referred  to  them,  in  order  to  lay  the  fame  be- 
fore the  houfe. 

Accordingly  on  the  2iji  of  April  following^ 
Mr.  Broderick  from  the  Committee  of  Se- 
crecy, delivered  to  the  Commom  a 

Third  Report^ 

Which  in  fubjlance  was  as  follows : 

TH  E  Committee  of  fecrecy  appointed  to  inquire 
into  all  the  proceedings  relating  to  the  execu- 
tion of  the  a6t  pafled  the  laft  feftion  of  Parliament, 
(intitled.  An  atl  for  enabling  the  South-Sea  con,- 
pany  to  incrtafe  their  prefent  capital  ft  ock  and  fund^ 
&c.)  have  p/oceeded  farther  in  ths  examination 
of  the  matters  referred  to  them  :  And  obferving, 
that  upon  their  former  reports,  it  was  thought 
proper  that  the  examinations  referred  to  by  your 
Com.  fhould  be  laid  before  the  houfe,  and  feveral 
other  matters  appearing  to  your  Com.  fit  for 
the  confideration  of  the  houfe,  your  Com.  re- 
port the  fame  in  the  words  of  the  examinations 
themfelves,  and  according  to  the  papers  laid  be- 
fore your  Com, 

Your 


APPENDIX. 

Your  Com.  in  a  former  report,  acquainted  the 
houfe,  that  the  indifpofifion  of  Edmond  Waller^ 
Efq;  had  prevented  their  laying  before  the  houfe 
in  that  report,  a  more  particular  account  relating 
to  the  fum  of  794,451/.  15^.  9^.  received  and 
paid  by  Turner  and  company  upon  the  account  of 
the  faid  Mr.  Waller^  between  the  28th  of  March 
1 7 19,  and  the  21ft  of  November  following  j  and 
have  fi nee,  vi%.  on  the  ^^^iO^ March  1720,  exa- 
mined Mr.  Waller ;  he  laith,  that  he  did  from 
time  to  time  fettle  accounts  with  Mr.  Aljlahie  (his 
father  in  law)  of  his  tranfadlions  in  money  and 
ftock  for  him,  and  has  not  any  account  thereof; 
that  he  did  keep  fome  memorandums  of  his  faid 
tranfadtions  in  a  book,  which  book  he  has  fince 
torn,  but  fays  he  did  keep  a  copy  of  his  accounts 
with  the  fword- blade  company  ;  that  he  has  from 
time  to  time  deftroyed  all  his  papers  and  memo- 
randums relating  to  his  tranfadions  for  Mr.  Aijlahie ; 
and  fays,  he  cannot  tell  what  dealings  he  has  had 
in  ftock  for  Mr.  Aijlahie^  but  that  far  the  greareft 
part  of  his  tranfa6lions  in  flock  were  upon  his  own 
account;  that  44,000/.  part  of  the  balance  of 
77,000/.  due  from  the  fword-blade  company,  is 
the  examinant's  own  money,  and  the  remaining 
33,000/.  belongs  to  y\x.  Aijlabie  :  Being  afked, 
whether  at  the  time  of  his  beginning  to  deal  in 
frock,  he  was  poffciTed  of  a  confiderable  fum  of 
money  of  his  own,  he  refufed  to  anfwer,  alledg- 
ing,  it  was  his  own  private  concern. 

Your  Com.  afterwards  received  a  letter  from  the 
faid  Mr. /F^Z/dT,  dated  the  19th  of  ylori/ indant, 
wherein  he  defires  to  be  again  examined,  to  clear 
up  any  millakes  (if  there  were  any)  in  his  former 
examination,  and  to  give  the  Com.  the  belt 
information  he  could.  Whereupon  your  Com. 
did  take  his  farther  examination,  which  is  as  fol- 
lows:  He  fays,  that  in  February  or  March^   ^7 ^'9^ 
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when  he  began  to  deal  in  flock,  he  had  of  the 
money  of  his  mother,  his  brother,  his  own,  and 
his  wife's  fortune,  about  the  fum  of  20,000  /.  of 
which  his  wife's  fortune  was  5000  /.  which  he  had 
in  bank  notes ;  that  he  employed  the  faid  20,000/, 
in  buying  flock. 

That  he  cannot  tell  how  much  of  this  20,000  /. 
was  his  own  money. 

That  he  never  kept  any  account  in  writing  of 
that  part  of  the  flud  20,000/.  which  belonged  to 
his  mother  and  brother,  but  that  he  has  told  them, 
what  belonged  to  them.- 

That  his  mother  and  brother  gave  him  leave  to 
imploy  their  money  in  flock,  but  he  never  had 
any  order  in  writing  from  them  for  that  purpofe, 
but  has  paid  them  feveral  fums  of  money  upon 
account  thereof,  and  never  took  any  receipt,  or- 
der, or  other  writing  from  them  concerning  the 
fame ;  that  he  has  alfo  transferred  fome  bank  flock 
to  his  brother. 

That  the  tearing  of  his  books  mentioned  in  his 
former  examination,  was  at  feveral  times,  the  lafl 
of  which  about  the  2 2d  of  Auguft  1720. 

And  your  Com.  inform  the  houfe,  that  the 
faid  Mr.  Waller^  upon  his  faid  farther  exami- 
nation, did  declare,  that  there  was  not  in  the 
faid  book  any  article  relating  to  Mr.  Aijlahie  \  but 
this  appearing  to  be  in  dire<5l  contradidlion  to 
what  he  had  faid  in  his  firfl  examination,  your 
Com.  did  not  infert  the  fame  in  this  fubfequent 
examination,  figned  by  the  faid  Mr.  Waller^  but 
think  it  proper  to  reprefent  this  matter  to  the 
houfe. 

Your  Com.  having,  in  a  former  report,  taken 
notice,  that  James  Craggs^  fen.  Efq-,  had  30,000  /. 
Soiith-fea  flock  taken  in  for  him,  or  his  friends, 
they  fent  for  an  account  of  transfers  made  to  the 
faid  Mr.  Craggs,  which  was  accordingly  laid  be- 
fore 
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fore  them,  a  copy  of  which  account  is  hereunto 
annexed  in  the  appendix^  N''  I.  by  which  your 
Com.  find,  that  (among  other  great  fums)  there 
was  on  the  28th  of  March  1 720,  a  fum  of  30,000/. 
flock  transferred  by  Mr.  Jacob  Sawbridge  (one  of 
the  partners  of  Turner  and  company)  to  the  faid 
Mr.  James  Craggs. 

And  your  Com.  proceeded   to  examine  the  fol- 
lowing perfons  concerning  the  transfers. 

Mr.  Jacob  Sawbridge  (late  one  of  the  directors 
of  the  South-fea  company,  and  a  partner  with 
Turner  and  company)  fays,  that  in  the  beginning 
of  February  17 19,  by  order  of  'M.V.Robert  Knight^ 
late  cafhier  of  the  South-fea  company,  or  Mr.  Ro- 
hert  Surman  his  deputy.  Turner  and  company  took 
in  30,000  /.  South-fea  flock,  and  gave  Mr.  Knight^ 
or  Mr.  Surman^  a  note  for  the  fame,  at  which 
time  Mr.  Knight  paid  into  Turner  and  company 
67,020/.  IS.  S  d.  upon  the  general  cafh  account 
between  the  faid  Turner  and  company,  and  Knight 
or  Surman  as  cafhier  of  the  South-fea  ccfhipany  ; 
and  that  on  the  28th  of  March  following,  the  exa^ 
minant,  by  order  of  the  faid  Knight  or  Surman^ 
transferred  the  laid  ftock  to  James  Craggs^  fen. 
Efq-,  deceafed,  without  receiving  any  money,  or 
confideration  from  him  for  the  fame,  and  at  the 
fame  time  took  up  his  faid  note,  and  believes  it 
was  upon  the  file,  as  other  notes  ufually  are.  That 
he  did,  by  the  diredlion  of  this  Com.  the  night 
before  this  examination  (which  was  on  the  19th  of 
April  inflant)  fearch  upon  the  file,  and  not  find- 
ing it  there,  he  went  to  Sir  George  Cafwall  to  in- 
quire after  the  faid  note,  and  acquainted  him  that 
ifi  fearching  for  the  note  on  the  file,  he  could  not 
find  it  there  ,  whereupon  Sir  George  told  the  exa- 
minant,  that  he  himfelf  had  the  note  not  long 
ago,  and  believed  it  was  in  his  fcrutorc,  and  ac- 
cordingly fent  his  lady  to  fearch  for  it ;  who  re- 
turned  whilfl  this  examinant   was  thereg    and   (^s 
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the  examinant  believes)  brought  feveral  papers  j 
upon  which  Sir  George  Cafwall  told  the  examinant, 
he  would  look  for  the  note,  and  fend  it  to  him 
the  next  morning,  before  he  attended  th&  Com. 
if  he  could  find  it ;  but  the  examinant  faid,  he  had 
not  then  received  it,  nor  had  heard  from  Sir  George 
Cafwall, 

Hereupon  your  Com.  fent  for  Sir  George 
Cafwall^  who  being  examined  fays,  that  about  fix 
weeks  fmce,  James  Craggs^  fen.  Efq-,  the  Poft- 
mafter,  defired  the  examinant  to  look  upon  the 
files  of  Turner  and  company  for  a  note  for  the 
delivery  of  30,000/.  South-fea  flock,  which  had 
been  figned  by  Jacob  Sawbridge  (another  of  the 
partners  of  burner  and  company,  on  account  of 
himfelf  and  company)  in  thefe  words,  or  to  this 
cffeft. 

*  1   promife   to  deliver  to    Robert  Knight^    or 

*  his  order,    or  bearer,    30,000/.  South-fea  flock 

*  for  value  received  ; '    and,   (as  he  believes)  was 
dated  the  6th  day  of  February    1719,    which   note 
was  cancelled,  the   flock   therein  mentioned,    hav- 
ing been  transferred   to   the   faid    Mr.  Craggs,  ac- 
cording to  the  import  of  the  faid  note.     That  the 
examinant  did  defire  the  fervants  of    Turner  and 
company   to  look    out  this  note,   which    they  ac- 
cordingly did,  and  found  it  cancelled,  and  on  the 
file,  and  gave  it  to  .^e  examinant,    who  delivered 
it  to  Mr.  Craggs^    fuppofing  he  v/ould  only  have 
read  and  returned  it ;    but  he  kept  it  -,    faying,   it 
might  be  of  fome  ufe  to  him  upon  an  occafion, 
upon  which  the  examinant  left  it  with  him.     That 
Mr.  Craggs^  nor  any  body  by  his  order,  never  re- 
turned  this  note  to   the   examinant,    nor  has   the 
examinant  feen  it,    till  the  morning  on  which   he 
was  examined  ;  that  as  he  was  coming,  the  morn- 
ing he  was   examined,    to    attend    the    Com.    to 
be  examined  about  Somerjet-houfe^    Brigadier  Ri- 
ihards  called  cut  to    the  coach,    which   flopped, 

and 
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and  he  came  to  the  coach  fide,  and  Mr,  Huggins 
with  him,  and  Mr.  Hugghjs  then  Ihewed  the  exa- 
minant  the  faid  note,  with  other  papers  annexed 
to  it ;  but  what  thofe  papers  were,  the  examinant 
does  not  know  •,  whertupon  Mr.  Huggins  faid, 
that  he  did  not  know  but  the  examinant  might 
be  aiked  iomething  about  that  note,  and  there  it 
was;  that  the  examinant  very  well  remembers  it 
to  be  the  fame  note  which  he  had  before  deliver- 
ed to  Mr.  Craggs  as  aforefaid,  it  being  figned  by- 
Mr.  Sawhridge^  and  the  body  of  the  note  of  the 
hand- writing  of  Mr.  Knight  -^  and  Mr.  Huggins 
then  took  the  note  out  of  the  examinant's  hand, 
and  gave  it  to  brigadier  Richards^  and  told  the 
examinant  that  he  might  tell  the  Com.  that  the 
Brigadier  had  it,  and  would  produce  it ;  that  two 
or  three  days  ago  Mr.  Sawbridge  inquired  of 
him  where  this  note  was  was,  and  he  not  then  recol- 
leding  whether  it  was  in  his  cuftody  or  no,  did 
give  directions  to  his  wife  to  fearch  for  it  in  his 
fcrutore,  and  found  that  he  had  it  not,  and  fays, 
that  he  knows  nothing  of  his  own  knowledge  of 
the  tranfadion  of  this  30,000/.  ftock. 

The  faid  Mr.  Surman  being  examined,  fays, 
that  it  appears  by  books  of  Turner^  Cafwall^  and 
company,  that  from  the  beginning  of  February 
1 719,  to  the  7th  of  March  following,  there  was 
an  account  kept  by  them  in  the  examinant's  name, 
of  fjndry  parcels  of  South-fea  flock,  amounting  to 
1 25,000/.  ftock,  for  the  ufe,  and  upon  the  account 
of  Mr.  Knighty  which  account  he  believes  to  be 
true. 

That  by  this  account  it  appears,  that  upon  the 
5th  oi  February  17 19,  Mr.  Knight  paid  to  the  faid 
burner  and  company  the  fum  of  67,020  /.  i  j.  8  d, 
which  he  believes  might  be  accordingly  paid  out 
of  the  cafh  of  the  South-fea  company  ;  and  at  the 
fame  time  Mr.  Knight  received  from  Turner  and 
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company,    a  promifTary  note  to  transfer  30,000/, ; 
S-outh-fea  (lock,  .value  received. 

That  James  Craggs^  Efq;  of  the  poft  office^  fent 
for  the  examinant  about  fix  weeks  ago,  and  (as  he 
believes)  after  Mr.  Craggs  had  been  examined  be- 
fore this  Com.  and  told  him,  he  believed  that 
he  (the  examinant)  would  be  examined  in  relation 
to  30,000/.  ilock,  which  he  (Mr.  Craggs)  had  of 
Mr.  Knight  -,  and  he  then  produced  an  account 
betweeen  himfelf  and  Mr.  Knight^  of  South-fea 
ftock  bought  or  taken  in  for  him  ;  by  which  it 
appeared  that  he  was  to  have  upon  balance,  of 
Mr.  Knight^  30,000  /.  South-fea  flock,  for  which 
Mr.  Knight^  inftead  of  making  a  transfer  himfelf, 
gave  him  a  note  under  the  hand  of  Jacob  Saw^ 
bridge^  to  transfer  30,000/.  flock,  value  receiv- 
ed; which  note  Mr.  Craggs  fhewed  him  cancel- 
led, and  (as  the  examinant  believes)  he  had  fince 
this  inquiry  began,  got  it  from  Sawbridge^  which 
is  not  cuflomary,  notes  being  always,  when  dif- 
charged,  delivered  up  to  the  perfon,  under  whofe 
hand  they  are,  and  Ihould  remain  with  them  as 
vouchers. 

The  examinant  fays,  he  verily  believes  the  faid 
note  of  30,000/.  fhewn  him  by  Mr.  Craggs^  was 
the  fame  note  which  Mr.  Knight  received  from 
burner  and  company,  upon  his  paying  them  the 
before- mentioned  fum  of  67,020  /.  i  j.  8  d. 

That  during  the  time  that  the  propofals  of  the 
South'fea  company,  and  the  bill  thereto  relating, 
was  depending  in  Parliament,  he  obferved  the  faid 
Mr.  Craggs  more  frequently  with  Mr.  Knight^ 
than  any  body  elfe ;  and  believes  he  influenced 
Mr.  Knight  in  many  things  relating  to  flpck  and 
fubfcriptions. 

That  Mr.  Craggs  never  mentioned  this  30,000/. 
flock  to  the  examinant,  till  fince  the  faid  Mr, 
Craggs's  examination  before  the  Com. 
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He  fays,  he  had  not  any  dealings  with  Mr. 
Craggs  upon  his  own  account,  but  that  fuch  tranf- 
fers  of  flock,  as  he  has  made  to  Mr.  Craggs^  were 
made  by  Mr.  Knighl^s  diredlions  j  and  particular^ 
ly  a  fum  of  4000/.  ftock  transferred  the  4th  of 
March  I J i(^^  (being  part  of  the  fums  mentioned 
in  the  faid  appendix^  N°  I.)  That  he  does  not 
know  that  Mr.  Craggs.  paid  any  money  for  this 
ftock,  and  whether  it  was  Mr.  Knighth  or  the 
company's  ftock,  the  examinant  cannot  tell. 

Sir  John  Blunt,  being  examined,  fays,  that  he 
was  not  privy  to  any  of  Mr.  Cragg^^s  tranfadlions, 
but  has  very  often  leen  him  at  Mr.  Knighlh.  As 
to  the  30,000  /.  ftock  mentioned  in  the  account 
now  produced  to  him,  and  faid  to  be  transferred 
to  Mr.  Craggs  by  Mr.  Sawhridge,  he  fays,  he  can 
give  no  account  thereof,  fave  that  he  believes  it  is 
the  fame  fum,  mentioned  in  his  former  examina- 
tion, to  be  held  for  the  faid  Mr.  Craggs.  That 
he  believes  the  faid  30,000/.  ftock  was  bought  by 
Mr.  Knight,  the  8th  day  oi  February  1719)  upon 
his  own  account,  and  is  not  charged  to  be  fold' 
by  the  company,  till  the  27th  day  of  February  ^ 
which  is  the  time  that  Mr.  Craggs  defired  the 
quantity  of  ftock,  as  the  examinant  has  faid  in 
his  former  examination)  from  which  time,  till  the 
28th  of  March  following,  he  believes  it  was  held 
by  the  South-fea  company,  for  the'  benefit  of  Mr. 
Craggs.,  to  whom  it  appears  to  be  transferred  by 
Mr.  Sazobridge  on  the  faid  28th  of  March,  That 
Saw  bridge  and  company  were  common  names 
made  ufe  of  by  feveral  perfons  as  truftees,  to  con^ 
ceal  the  true  buyers  or  fellers  of  South-fea  ftock, 

Mr.  James  Grammer  being  examined  as  to  the 
fum  of  2000  /.  South-fea  ftock,  transferred  by  him 
to  James  Craggs,  fen.  Efq;  on  the  4th  of  Fe- 
bruary,  1 7 1 9,  he  fays,  that  he  did  on  the  3d  or 
4th  of  F<f/:'r^/^ry  1 7 19,  fell  2000/.  Scuth-fea  ftock, 
and  that  Sir  George  Cafivcll  paid  him  the  money 

for 
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for  it.  That  upon  infpedion  of  the  transfer 
books  of  the  South-fea  company,  on  the  day  of  his 
examination  (being  the  19th  o^  April  inftant)  he 
finds  that  he  transferred  the  faid  2000/.  (lock  to 
Mr.  Craggs, 

Your  Com.  farther  reprefent  to  the  houfe,  that 
they  have  difcovered  that  the  faid  Mr.  Craggs  had 
very 'confiderable  dealing  in  South-fea  ftock  with 
Mr.  Matthew  JVeymondfold^  2l  broker,  between  the 
^ot\i  o^  J anuary  17 19,  and  the  30th  of  May  fol- 
lowing, amounting  to  45,000/.  ftock ;  an  account 
whereof,  as  the  fame  has  been  delivered  to  your 
Com.  by  the  faid  Mr.  Weymondfold^  is  hereunto 
annexed  in  the  appendix^  N°  II.  and  your  Com. 
examining  the  faid  Mr.  JVeymondfold^  he  fays, 
that  on  the  26th  of  February  1719,  James  Craggs^ 
fen.  Efq;  gave  the  examinant  diredion  to  buy 
20,000/.  South-Sea  ftock  for  him;  that  the  exa- 
minant djd  accordingly  buy  on  that  day  10,000/. 
South-fea  ftock  for  Mr.  Cr^^^j-,  for  17422/.  loj. 
4000/.  of  which  was  transferred  by  Mr.  Surman 
to  Mr,  Craggs  the  4th  of  M^r^  i7^^»  by  order 
of  the  examinant  -,  for  which  ftock  the  examinant 
received  of  Mr.  Craggs  the  fum  of  6945  /,  and 
paid  the  fum  to  Mr.  Surman^  and  the  other  6000  /. 
ilock  the  examinant  delivered  to  Turner  and  com- 
pany, by  the  order  of  and  for  the  ufe  of  the  faid 
Mr.  Craggs ;  and  Turner  and  company  paid  the 
examinant,  by  Mr.  Cr^^^^j's  order,  10,305/.  for 
the  fame:  That  the  examinant  not  buying  the 
whole  2O5OO0/  fo  foon  as  Mr.  Craggs  expedled, 
the  laid  Mr.  Craggs  told  the  examinant,  that 
Mr.  John  Humphreys  had  bought  for  him  the 
other  1 0,000/.  That  the  examinant  did  on  the 
4th  of  March  1719,  by  order  of  the  faid  Mr. 
Craggs  deliver  to  Mr.  Knight^  another  fum  of 
lo^oool ,  South-fea  ?iock  for  the  ufe  of  the  faid 
Mr.  Craggs^  and  that  Mr.  Knight  paid  the  exa- 
minant 175O00/.  for  the  fame,    that  two  or  three 
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days  afterwards,  the  examinant,  by  dire6i:ion  of 
faid  Mr.  Craggs^  took  of  Mr.  Humphreys  the  faid 
1O5OO0/.  South-fea  ftock,  which  he  had  bought 
for  Mr.  Craggs^  and  paid  him  17,500/.  for  the 
faid  flock,  being  the  money  which  he  (the  exa- 
minant) had  before  received  of  Mr.  Knight  as 
aforefaid. 

Your  Com.  in  the  courfe  of  their  inquiry, 
finding  it  neceflary  to  be  informed  what  quantities 
of  flock  James  Crag^s,  fen.  Efq-,  deceafed,  had  ii> 
his  own  right  at  the  time  of  his  death,  dire(5led 
the  proper  officers  of  the  South-fea  company,  Eaft- 
India  company,  and  Bank  of  England^  to  lay  be- 
fore them  accounts  thereof  refpedlively,  to  the  end 
your  Com.  might  put  v/hat  relates  to  the  faid 
James  Craggs  in  as  clear  a  light  as  poiTible,  before 
this  houfe,  which  accounts  are  as  follows,  viz. 

Stock  in  the  South-fea  company  87,000/. 

Stock  in  the  Eaft-India  company  34,000/. 

Stock  in  the  Bank  o^  England  1,000  /. 
Amounting   in    the    whole    to    122,000/.    capital 
flock  :    Accounts  whereof  are  hereunto  annexed  in 
the  before- mentioned   appendix   N°  I.    and    in   the 
appendix  N°  III. 

Your  Com.  finding  that  feveral  brokers  and 
others  had  beecn  concerned  in  partnerfhip  with 
Mr.  Knight^  in  buying  and  felling  great  quantities 
of  South-fea  frock,  and  in  giving  out  money  for 
rcfufals,  your  Com.  proceeded  to  examine  the  fe- 
veral perfons  following,  relating  thereto. 

Mr.  Edward  Gwcn  being  examined,  fays,  that 
he  was  concerned  jointly  with  Mr.  Holditch  and 
Mr.  Knight^  in  buying  about  20,000/.  South-fea 
flock,  in  December  lyig-,  which  he  believes  at 
the  time  of  buying  was  to  have  been  equally  di- 
vided among  them ;  but  in  a  few  days  altering 
their  mind^  the  fame  flock  was  fold  out  at  S§  L 
lofs. 

That 
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That  Mr.  Knight  fome  time  after  told  tie  exa- 
minant  he  had  bought  fome  flock  for  himfelf, 
and  if  the  examinant  would  have  a  part  of  it, 
Mr.  Knight  faid,  he  would  deliver  it  to  him,  at 
the  fame  price  he  paid  for  it,  and  the  examinant 
did  accordingly  take  of  Mr.  Knight  6000  L  at 
134  to  135,  and  4000/.  at  177  to  178,  which  fe- 
veral  prices  he  paid  Mr.  Knight  by  adjuftment. 

That  Mr.  Knight  told  the  examinant  he  had 
had  a  tranfaclion  in  South-fea  ftock  (as  the  exa- 
minant believes)  by  which  Mr.  Knight  gained 
2500/.  or  thereabouts,  and  that  he  paid  the  exa- 
minant 1 2 15/.  \os.  6d.  for  his  own  ufe,  telling 
the  examinant,  that  it  was  his  fhare  of  that  profit. 
■;  He  fays,  that  at  the  fhutting  of  the  books  in 
December  lyi^,  it  was  a  general  talk,  that  fome- 
thing  would  be  done  to  mend  the  South-fea  flock, 
and  that  he  then  heard  it  was  likely  fome  propo- 
fals  would  he  offered  to  the  houfe  of  Commons 
relating  to  that  matter  :  Being  afKcd,  from  whom 
he  heard  it,  fays,  he  believes  he  might  have 
heard  it  from  Mr.  Knight^  and  probably  from 
fome  of  the  directors. 

That  fome  time  before  Chriftmas  1719,  there 
was  a  quantity  of  South-fea  flock  bought  and  fold, 
in  which  this  examinant,  Mr.  K  light,  and  Mr. 
Strode,  were  concerned  with  burner  and  company, 
by  which  tranfadtion  the  examinant  gained  for  his 
part  (to  the  bed  o^  his  rem.embrance)  between  4 
and  500/. 

That  after  the  fhutting  of  the  South-fea  books 
in  December  1719,  Mr.  Strode  bought  large  quan- 
tities of  South-fea  flock,  at  different  prices,  fome 
of  which  flock  was  fokl,  and  the  remainder 
taken  and  paid  for  y  that  thefe  tranfaflions 
were  on  the  account  of  the  examinant,  Mr. 
Strode,  burner  and  company,  and  Mr.  Knight^ 
who  were  equally.  Concerned  :  That  in  the  month 
of  pebruary^  they  came  to  an  adjuflment,  and  up- 
on 


APPENDIX,  6i 

on  making  up  the  whole  account  of  flock  bought, 
and  refufals  given,  the  examinant  received  10,500/, 
South-fea  flock  as  his  fhare,  upon  paying  Mr.  Strode 
6cooL  or  thereabouts:  And  as  to  the  particulars 
of  fuch  tranfa6lions,  he  refers  himfelf  to  Mr.  StrodCy 
who  kept  the  account. 

The  faid  Samuel  Strode^  being  examined,  fays, 
that  he  did  on  the  26th  of  February  1719,  buy  of 
George  Steed  1500/.  flock  at  170^.  of  Thomas  Car- 
honnel  2000 1,  at  the  fame  price;  of  Abraham  Cor- 
dofo  2000 '-.  and  of  Mofes  Barrow,  14,500/.  at  the 
fame  price,  which  fums  were  fo  bought  by  him 
on  account  of  Elias  Turner,  Sir  George  Cafwall^ 
Mr.  Sawhridge,  and  the  examinant,  who  were 
partners  therein,  in  equal  four  parts. 

That  on  the  gift  of  March  1720,  Mr.  Teftard 
a  broker,  bought  by  this  examinant's  diredlion,  and 
for  his  ufe,  the  following  fums  viz  1000/.  at 
304  per  cent.  5000/.  at  305,  2000/.  at  306,  6000/. 
at  308,  and  6000/.  at  310 ;  and  the  fame  day  the 
examinant  bought  himfelf  for  his  own  ufe  201  /. 
at  309,  of  Edward  Adderly.^  and  200/.  and  308,  of 
James  Round ;  that  he  paid  for  all  thefe  fums  by 
money  or  adjuflments. 

And  this  examinant  fays,  that  he  did  on  the 
25th  of  March  1720,  buy  of  Mr.  Knight  1000/. 
South'fea  flock,  for  his  own  ufe,  at  the  rate  of  310/. 
per  cent.  And  the  examinant  fays,  that  he  was 
concerned  in  buying  and  felling  feveral  large  quan- 
tities of  Soutk-fea  {lock,  and  in  giving  out  money  ^ 
for  refufals  of  fleck  in  partnerfhip  with  the  faid 
Turner,  Cafwall,  and  Sawbridge,  Mr.  K?iight  and 
Mr.  Owen,  viz.  the  faid  Turner,  Cafvjall,  and 
Sawbridge,  and  the  examinant  in  one  half,  and 
Mr.  Knight,  and  Mr.  Owen,  in  the  other  half; 
the  total  of  the  flock,  bought  by  them,  and  mo- 
ney given  for  refufals,  amounting  to  about  695 ,000/ 
flock ;  accounts  whereof  are  to  this  examination 
annexed,    and  figned  by  him,    which  accounts,    he 

fays. 


^z  APPENDIX, 

fays,  are  true  ;  copies  of  which  accounts  are  here- 
to annexed,  iniht  appendix^  N°  III. 

Mr.  Richard  HoUitch^  a  Jate  dire<?tor,  being 
examined,  fays,  he  was  one  concerned  in  buying 
and  felling  15  or  20,000/.  South^fea  flock,  and 
fays  he  was  concerned  another  time  with  Mr. 
Knight  in  Holland^  in  buying  (lock  there,  and 
felling  it  again,  of  which  his  part  was  about 
z6,oool.  flock,  by  which  the  examinant  gained 
about  5000/.  and  fays  he  knows  of  no  other  tran- 
fadlion  with  Mr.  Knight  or  Mr.  Owetj^  either  in 
ftock  or  fabfcnptions,  fince  Michaelmas  17 19. 

Your  Com.  being  informed,  that  Jofeph  Shaw^ 
broker,  had  been  very  much  concerned  in  buying 
and  felling  South-fea  flock  for  Mr.  Knight^  they 
fent  for  the  faid  Shaiv^  who  being  examined,  fays, 
that  he  had  very  large  tranfi6lions  with  Mr.  Knight^ 
but  Mr.  Knight  charged  him  not  to  keep  any  ac- 
count in  his  books,  nor  has  the  examinant  any 
cafh  account  with  Mr.  Knight^  entered  in  any  of 
his  books,  but  gave  it  in  from  day  to  day  on 
fheets  of  paper  \  that  he  always  paid,  or  gave 
notes  or  bills  on  goldfmiths,  for  the  flock  and 
fubfcriptions  which  he  from  time  to  time  fold  for 
Mr.  Kn-ghty  and  which  was  delivered  ;  that  Mr. 
Knight  was  very  angry  with  this  examinant,  on  his 
giving  into  the  houle  of  Lords  an  account  of 
llock  fold  by  him  for  Mr.  Knight  %  that  he  defir- 
ed  the  examinant  to  defer  giving  in  the  faid  ac- 
count to  the  Lords,  and  that  he  would  give  him 
the  names  of  perfons  for  whom  the  (lock  was 
fold,  which  he  fhould  infeit  in  that  account :  But 
this  examinant  did  not  receive  fuch  names  from 
him.  That  this  examinant  was  with  Mr.  Knight 
feveral  times,  two  or  three  days  before  he  went 
away,  and  Mr.  Knight  defired  to  fee  the  account 
which  this  examinant  intended  to  give  into  the 
houfe  of  Lords,  of  flock  bought  and  fold  for  him  : 
Xhat  about  the  Thurfday  before  Mr.  Knight  went 

away, 
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away,  this  examinant  inquired  at  the  treafury- 
office,  where  Mr.  Knight  was,  and  was  told,  he 
was  gone  to  the  other  end  of  the  town,  by  which 
he  underftands  to  fome  in  the  miniftry  or  the 
treafury.  He  produced  his  leidger  book,  in  the 
alphabet  of  which  Mr.  Knighth  name  is  entered  ; 
but  the  three  leaves,  to  which  it  refers,  are  torn 
out;  he  fays,  thofe  leaves  were  torn  out  by  him 
before  the  fitting  of  the  Parliament,  by  Mr. 
Knigbi's  diredlion,  in  the  treafury,  or  fome  other 
room  in  the  South-fea  houfe.  He  fays,  there 
might  be  fomething,  and  fome  other  names  in 
thofe  three  leaves,  which  are  not  in  the  paper  pro- 
duced by  him  at  his  examination  :  That  he  knows 
of  no  Lord,  nor  Commoner,  named  in  thofe 
three  leaves,  fave  what  are  in  the  faid  paper  pro- 
duced; which  paper,  he  fays,  hs  took  from  his 
journal,  from  which  the  entries  were  polled  into 
the  faid  three  leaves  of  the  faid  leidger,  but  can- 
not fay  that  the  fame  is  an  exadl  copy.  He  pro- 
duced feveral  other  books,  feveral  of  the  leaves 
of  which  are  torn  out,  which  concern  Mr.  Knight  z 
That  this  examinant  never  kept  a  cafh  book  in 
his  life:  That  all  flock  bought  and  fold,  is 
transferred  or  pofted  from  his  journal,  produced 
at  his  examination,  into  his  faid  leidgers,  but  the 
journal  doth  not  contain  all  the  matters  concern- 
ing monies  that  are  entered  in  his  leidgers ;  that 
page  80,  and  8 1  are  torn  out  of  one  of  his  leidgers ; 
that  page  9,  10,  11,  are  torn  out  of  ano- 
ther leidger  (marked  3)  as  alfo  page  7  defaced. 
All  which  pages,  he  remembers,  contained  ac- 
counts of  Mr.  Knight^  and  are  referred  to  in  the 
feveral  alphabets  of  thofe  leidgers ;  that  all  thefe 
leidgers  begin  in  January  ijig. 

Your  Com.  have  other  matters  under  their  con- 
fideration,  upon  which  they  are  proceeding,  and 
will  in  a  fhort  time  lay  the  fame  before  the  Jioufe. 

The 
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The  Fourth  Report. 

O/z  Monday  the  iid  of  May  172 1,  Mr,  Clay- 
ton, Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  fecrecy, 
during  the  indifpojition  of  Mr,  Broderick,  de^ 
liver ed  to  the  Commons  this  Report,  viz. 

THE  Com.  of  fecrecy,  ^c.  fince  their  for- 
mer report,  having  had  intimation  given 
them,  that  feveral  large  fums  of  money  had  been 
lent  to  divers  perfons  mentioned  in  the  book  of 
loans,  formerly  laid  before  this  houfe  by  the  late 
diredlors  of  the  South-fea  company,  for  fecurity 
whereof  no  flock  has  been  adually  transferred ; 
they  did  by  their  order  bearing  date  the  24th  day 
of  April  lafl  pafl,  direct  the  prefent  Sub-Governor, 
Deputy-Governor,  and  Diredors  of  the  South-fea 
company,  to  lay  before  them  an  account  of  the 
names  of  all  perfons  who  are  mentioned  in  the 
faid  book  of  loans  to  have  borrowed  money  on 
flock,  and  the  fums  by  them  refpeclively  borrow- 
ed, for  fecurity  whereof  no  a6lual  transfer  of  flock 
had  been  made  -,  purfuant  to  which  order,  upon 
the  9th  day  of  May  inflant,  the  faid  court  of  di- 
re(5lors  did  lay  before  your  Com.  a  book  (by  them 
intitled,  An  account  of  the  names  of  fuch  perfons  to 
whom  loans  have  been  made  on  South-Sea  flock^  who 
at  the  time  when  fuch  loans  were  made^  do  not  ap- 
pear by  any  books  to  have  transferred  jiock  to  the 
South-Sea  company^  for  the  fecurity  thereof :)  And 
the  court  of  diredlors  have  added  to  the  faid  tide, 
the  words  following  •,  But  as  all  or  mofl  of  the  mo- 
ftey  lent^  was  by  granting  permits  to  any  names  with- 
out diflin5iion^  or  any  regard  had  by  whom  the  flock 
was  transferred^  it  is  doubted  that  this  account 
may  be  very  defe5live ;  and  it  is  probable^  that'  ma- 
ny 
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fiy  of  the  names  herein  may  he  fi5iitious^  and  that 
many  others  may  he  ahle  to  Jhew  how^  and  hy  whom^ 
the  ftock  for  the  money  lent  them  refpetlively  was 
really  transferred^  if  they  fhould  he  called  upon  fo 
to  do.  And  your  Com.  obferve,  that  the  laft 
mentioned  book  contains  the  names  of  fcveral  per- 
fons  mentioned  in  the  aforefaid  book  of  loans,  to 
have  borrowed  money  upon  ftock,  to  the  amount 
of  2,181,944/.  II  J.  upon  the  fecurity  of  578,888/. 
ftock,  which  doth  not  appear  to  have  been  trans- 
ferred to  the  ufe  of  the  company. 

And  in  relation  to  this  matter,  your  Com.  pro- 
ceeded to  examine,  in  the  moft  folemn  manner, 
the  feveral  perfons  following,  and  do  now  lay  be- 
fore the  houfe,  the  examination  by  them  taken,  in 
the  words  of  the  examinations  themfclves. 

Mr.  Charles  Lockyer^  accountant  to  the  South-fea 
company,    fays,    that  he   hath  carefully  examined 
the  books  of  loans,  and   the  books  of  transfers  of 
the  faid  company,     by    order    of   the    Com.    of 
fecrecy  ;    and   upon   infpedlion  of  the  faid  books 
does  find,  that  the  fum  of  2,181,944/.    1 1  j.  has     > 
been  lent  by  the  faid  company,  at  feveral  times,  to 
the   particular   perfons    mentioned   in   an    account 
drawn  out   by  this   examinant,    upon  the   fum  of 
578,888  /.  ftock  fuppofed  to  be  transferred  to  the 
ufe  of  the  faid    company,    as  a  fecurity  for   fuch 
money  -,  but  this  examinant,  upon  the  firideft  ex- 
amination of  the  books  and  accounts   belonging  to 
the  South'fea  company,    cannot   find   or  difcover, 
that   any  of  the  faid    perfons,    or   any   other    for 
them,  at  the  refpe6live  times  of  the  loans  made  to 
them,  did  make,  or  caufe  to  be  made,  any   trans- 
fer of   fuch  ftock  upon   which   the  faid   loans  are 
entered  to  be   made,  or  of  any  ftock  whatfoever, 
unto  or  for  the  ufe  of  the  company,    for   fecuring 
the    re- payment  of    the    money    then    borrowed, 
amounting  in    the  whole  to  the   aforefaid  fum    of 
2,181,944/.   Its.     And  this  examinant  does  not 

Vol.  V|1I.  e  know 
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know  that  any  flock  was  transferred  by,  or  for  the 
faid  perfons,  for  the  fecurity  of  the  faid  money,  or 
of  any  part  thereof. 

Sir  John  Blunt  being  examined,  fays,  he  takes  it, 
there  was  a  good  deal  of  money  lent  to  the  perfons 
who  had  bought  flock  ;    and  in  fuch  cafe  the  real 
borrowers  were  not  the  transferrers,  but  the  perfons 
of  whom  they  had  bought,  transferred  the  flock  to 
Mr.  Knight^  Surman,  or  Powell^    for  fecuring  the 
money  lent  by  the  company.     He  fays.  He  really 
believes  that  Mr.  Knight  generally  made  good  the 
ftock  which  he  has  charged  the  company  to  have 
lent  money  upon,  tho*  he  has  heard  that  fome  per- 
fons are  charged  with  borrowing  money,    who  ne- 
ver did  borrow  any.     He  fays,  he  believes  there  is  a 
confiderable  quantity  of  flock  on  which  money  is  faid 
to  be  lent,  where  no  flock  is  transferred  ;    and  the 
examinant  apprehends  that  great  part  of  that  defi- 
ciency will  be  found  among  the  574,500/.  fictitious 
ftock,  faid  to  be  fold,  which  he  believes  has  been 
transferred  to  the  loan  account. 

Mr.  Robert  Surman^  being  examined,  as  to  the 
account  of  loans  where  no  transferrs  appear  to  be 
made,  fays,   that  he  believes  that  Mr.  Knight  ha- 
ving accounts  of  flock  with  feveral  perfons,    he  car- 
ried their  flock  to  the  account  of  loans.     He  fays, 
when  the  loans  were  at  firfl  begun  to  be  made,  there 
were  feveral  wafle-books  kept,    wherein  the  funis 
lent  out  were  firfl  entered,  and  all  the  papers  and 
memorandums  relating  to  the  loans  were  given  to 
Mr.  Clayton^  a  clerk  in  the  South-fea  houfe,  but  he 
does  not  remember  whether  he  has  feen  thofe  books 
fince  the  inquiry  began  or  no.     He  fays,  that  the 
kidgers  of  the  loans  (he  believes)  were  made  up  a- 
bout  a  month  before  Mr.  Knight  went  away  :  Says, 
he  believes  that  feveral  of  the  perfons  who  had  the 
fiditious  flock,  had  money  lent  upon  it  on  the  com- 
pany's account;     and  in    fuch  cafes    no    transfers 
could  be  made  j  and  he   believes  that  part  of  the 

-      578,888/. 
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578,888  /.  ftock,  on  which  money  has  been  lent  with- 
out transfers  (appearing  in  the  account  now  produ- 
ced to  him)  is  part  of  the  574,500/.  fidlitious  flock. 
The  faid  Chriftopher  Clayton^  being  hereupon  ex- 
amined by   your  Com.    fays,    he   and    the   clerks 
under    him,    did,    by    diredion  of   the    Com.  of 
loans,  and  of  Mr.  Knight ^  make  up  the  account  of 
loans  from  books  which  he  now  believes   are  at  the 
South' fea  houfe  in  the  cuflody  of  Mr.  De  Gols  \  that 
the  inftrudlions  given  him,    were  to  make    the  ac- 
count from  the  copies  of  the  journals ;    that  Mr. 
Knight  perufcd  this  account  when  made,  and  exa- 
mined it,  and  corre<5ted  it  by  the  journals  and  other 
books  of  his  own ;  that  Mr.  Knight  h^d  the  cuftody 
of  the  original  journals ;  and  before  the  copies  from 
which  this  examinant  took  the  account  were  made, 
the  examinant  believes  that  Mr.  Knight  made  fome 
additions  to  the  original  journals  from  his  own  books. 
Says,  that   he  never  had  any  inftrudlions  or  order 
from  Mr.  Knight ^  or  any  other  perfon,  to  make  this 
account  in  fuch  a  manner,  as  not  to  exceed  the  regu- 
lations of  400  /.  pr  Cent, 

The  Fifth  Report 

Was  on  the  26th  of  May  delivered  to  the  Com^ 
mons^  as  follows, 

TH  E  Committee  of  Secrecy,  &c.  having  on 
the  25th  q[  May^  inftanr,  examined  in  the 
moft  folemn  manner,  Mr.  Samuel  Wat ts^  a  clerk  in 
the  treafury  office  of  the  South  fea  company;  he 
fays,  that  fome  time  in  January  laft,  abouc  a  fort- 
night after  the  tiril  meeting  of  the  Secret  Com.  at 
the  South-fsa  houfe,  Mr.  Lockyer  came  up  into  the 
treafury-room  from  the  fecret  Com.  and  faid  they 
wanted  Mr.  Chriftopher  Clayton^  then  a  clerk  to  the 
South-fea  company  -,  who  not  being  there,  he  asked 
c  2  for 
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for  the  examinant  -,  who  faid,  «  Here  I  am  •, '  and 
then  Mr.  Lockyer  inquired  of  the  examinant,  who 
the  clerks  were  that  made  out  the  books  of  loans  ? 
And  the  examinant  acquainted  him,  that  himfelf, 
James  Ottey^  Geo.  Woolley^  and  Stephen  Crifp^  were 
clerks  employed  in  making  out  thofe  books  •,  and 
then  Mr.  Lockyer  went  down  flairs,  and  defired  the 
examinant  not  to  be  out  of  the  way.  That  foon  af- 
ter, Mr.  Clayton  came  in,  and  the  examinant  told 
him  the  Com.  wanted  him  below  flairs.  Clayton 
then  afked  him,  if  the  examinant  knew  tor  what  the 
Com.  wanted  him  ?    The  examinant  replied,    '  He 

*  did  not  know,'  but  that  Mr.  Lockyer  had  de- 
fired  him  to  attend:  Upon  which  Clayton  faid, 
he  heard  the  examinant  had  given  Mr.  Lockyer 
the  names  of  the  clerks  who  afnfled  Mr.  Clayton  in 
making  out  the  book  of  loans.  Upon  this  Clayton 
laid  with  a  curfe,    '  What  had  you  to  do  to  tell  their 

*  names  ?    If  you  had  a  mind  to  bring  your  felf  into 

*  a  premunire,  why  fhould  you  bring  them;  am  not 

*  I  fufficient  to  give  an  account  for  them  ?  *  And 
walking  about  the  room  in  a  pafTion,  faid,  that  the 
examinant  had  nothing  to  do  to  difcover  any  thing  ; 
efpecially  to  Mr.  Lockyer.,  who  was  a  rogue  and  a 
villain,  and  had  difcovered  all ;  and  that  he  would 
therefore  be  defpifed  and  pifTed  upon  by  every  bo- 
dy ;  and  then  faid,  that  if  this  examinant  was  fum- 
moned  before  the  Com.  of  fecrecy,  he  was  to  an- 
fwer,   *  That  he  knew  nothing  but  that  the  exami- 

*  nant  was  fubordinate  to  him,  and  that  what  the  ex- 

*  aminant  had  done  was  by  his  dire6tion,    and  he 

*  was  anfwerable  for  it  •,  and  laying  his  hands  vio- 

*  lently  on  the  examinant's  face,    iqueezed  his  jaws 

*  very  hard,    and  faid,    if  the  examinant  difcovered 

*  any  thing  he  would  be  the  death  of  him.     That 

*  Clayton  then  asked  the  examinant,  what  he  did 

*  know  ?  To  which  the  examinant  replied,  he  knew 
'  enough,   and  that  when  he  was  examined  before 

his 
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«  his  betters,  he  would  teJJ  the  truth.     Clayton  ask- 

*  ed  again,    what  i\\Q  examinant  did  know?    To 

*  which  the  examinant  anfwered,  he  ihouJd   know 
'  in  time. 

The  Sixth  Report 

0?i  Monday  the  ^th  of  June ,  Mr.  Clayton  de- 
livered the  following  Report,  viz. 

THE  Com.  of  Secrecy,  ^c.  obferving  the  in- 
ftrudlions  given  them  by  the  houfe,  that  they 
Ihould  proceed  in  the  farther  examination  ofthepar- 
culars  of  the  574,500/.  South-fea  flock,  fuppofed 
to  be  difpofed  of  between  the  4th  o^ February^  17 19. 
and  the  1 2  of  April  following,  they  have  accord- 
ingly proceeded  therein. 

And  your  Com.  examined  in  the  mod  folemn 
manner  William  Compere^  one  of  the  perfons  men- 
tioned in  the  account  of  the  faid  574,500/.  ftock  ; 
and  he  declares  he  did  not  buy  the  quantity  of  ftock 
in  the  faid  account  charged  to  be  fold  to  him,  nei- 
ther of  the  SoutPj-fea  company,  Mr.  Knight^  Mr. 
Surman,  or  any  other  perfon  concerned  for  the  com- 
pany to  his  knowledge,  nor  had  he  any  fuch  ftock 
held  or  taken  in  for  him  by  any  of  the  perfons  afore- 
faid. 

And  the  feveral  other  brokers  and  perfons  men* 
tioned  in  the  Appendix  (A)  who  are  aifo  inferted  in 
the  faid  account  as  buyers  of  other  parts  of  the  faid 
ftock,  having  been  examined  by  your  Com.  have  in 
the  like  manner  denied  their  buying  fuch  ftock,  or 
having  the  fame  taken  in  or  held  for  them,  and  have 
declared  that  their  names  are  in  the  faid  account 
made  ufe  of  without  their  knov/ledge  or  confent,  and 
your  Com.  obferve,  that  the  feveral  fums  men- 
tioned in  the  Appendix  (A)  amount  to  3395500/. 
South'Jea  ftock, 

^  3  And 
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And  from  hence  it  is  evident,  that  the  names  of 
the  faid  perfons  have  been  fiditioudy  made  ufe  of,  in 
order  to  conceal  the  perfons  for  whofe  benefit  fuch 
flock  was  really  difpofed  of. 

Mr.  Carbonnely  a  broker,  in  the  faid  account  men- 
tioned, is  in  Holland^  as  your  Com.  is  informed,  and 
they  have  had  no  opportunity  of  examining  him,  or 
the  other  perfons  mentioned  in  the  Appendix^  letter 
(B)  hereunto  annexed  ;  and  the  faid  (lock  charged 
as  fold  to  them,  amounts  to  32,000/. 

As  to  the  Lords  of  Parliament,  and  rnembers  of 
this  houfe,  named  in  the  faid  account  of  (lock  fold, 
which  account  of  flock  amounts  in  the  whole  to 
124,000/.  the  particulars  of  which  are  mentioned  in 
the  Appendix  (C)  •,  your  Com.  lay  before  the  houfe 
all  the  examinations  by  them  taken  relating  thereto, 
in  the  words  of  the  examination  themfelves. 

Mr.  Robert  Surman  being  examined,  and  (hewed 
the  faid  accounts  of  flock  fold,  as  to  the  feveral  arti- 
cles of  30,000/.  and  2,000/.  flock  to  Lord  C^^/- 
wynd^  of  the  15th  and  i^jiho^  February^  '7 19-  ^t 
the  rates  of  179  and  182  /.  per  Cent,  fays,  that 
when  he  was  {by  Mr.  Knight^s  diredion)  preparing 
the  faid  account  of  flock  fold,  to  be  laid  before  the 
houfe,  Mr.  Knight  read  thofe  fums  to  him  out  of  the 
green  book  (mentioned  in  his  former  examination) 
^vherein  this  examinant  at  the  fame  time  faw  the 
Lord  Chetwyndh  name,  at  the  head  of  an  account 
therein  kept  between  his  Lordfhip  and  Mr.  Knight ; 
and  the  examinant  verily  believes,  that  his  Lordfiiips 
name  and  the  aforefaid  fums,  and  all  other  names 
and  fums  which  were  read  out  of  the  faid  green 
book,  are  real,  and  that  fuch  perfons  had  fuch  flock 
adually  held  for  them  ;  and  that  thefe  two  fums 
were  really  held  by  Mr.  Knight  for  Lord  Ch^t- 
wynd*s  benefit,  who  had  the  power  over  fo  much 
flock,  and  had  a  right  at  any  time  to  demand  the 

difference,   in  cafe  pf  a  rife  >  and  the  examinant  ne- 

......  ^^^ 
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ver  heard  that  his  Lordlhip  either  paid  any  money, 
or  gave  fecurity  for  paying  for  the  laid  flock. 

That  the  feveral  entries  in  the  account  book  of  ftock 
fold,  viz. 


To  Thamas  Wynne ^  Efq; 

John  Roberts^  Efq; 

Edward  Rolt^  Efq; 

Samuel  T^uffneU  Efq; 

^ohn  Br  dge^  —        '   ■ 
Col.  'James  Scot,   • 
TViUiam  Chetwyrid,  Efq 
The  fame  perfon 


Thomas  IFynne,  Efq;  — 
JVillhm  ForreJ}ci\  Efq; 
Col.  Monroe^ — 


Patrick  Haiden,  Efq;  — 
Edward  Rolt^  Efq; 

Earl  of  Rothes y  

Earl  of  EJfex,    .— 
Lord  Haddington, 
Marquis  oiWincheJier  — 

Jofeph  Banks,  Efq; 

William  Chetwynd,  Efq; 

Col.  Montgomery, 

Sir  Montague  Blundel,  — 
Sir  Willfred  Lawfon,    — 

William  Toung,  Etq; 

Col.  Grahams   


/. 

2000 

I  coo 

•5000 
-5000 

-2000 
'1000 

3000 
•4000 

•2000 

1000 

6000 

2000 
•3000 
2000 
■2000 
2000 
2000 
•1000 
3000 
'2000 
2000 
1000 
3000 
2000 


at 

at 

at 

at 

at 

at 

at 

at 

at 

at 

at 

at 

at 

at 

at 

at 

at 

at 

at 

at 

at 

at 

at 

at 


/. 

180 
178 

182 

200 
250 

280 
275 

272 
275 
280 
285 

300 

305 
308 
310 
310 
310 

315 
318 

320 

330 

280 


February  15, 
Maichl. 
Ditto. 
Ditto  II. 
Ditto  17. 
Ditto  21. 
Ditto  22, 
the  fame  day. 
March  22. 
the  fame  day. 
the  fame  day, 
the  fame  day, 
the  fame  day, 
March  13. 
the  fame  day. 
the  fame  day. 
the  fame  day. 
the  fame  day. 
the  fa  ne  day, 
the  fa  le  day. 
the  fame  day, 
the  fame  day. 
the  fame  day. 
March  22. 


were  all  read  to  this  examinant  by  Mr.  Knight^  out 
of  the  fliid  green  book,  an'd  are  of  the  fame  nature  5. 
and  touching  thefe  fums,  he  fays  the  fame  as  he  has 
fuid  concerning  the  firfl  mentioned  fums  of  30,000/. 
and  2000/.  charged  to  be  fold  to  the  Lord  ChsU 
wynd.    '      .'    • 

/  As  to  the  article  of  the  ifth  of  Fdruary^  ly 1 9. 
of  4000/.  ftock,  .and  charged  to  be  fold  to  Lieute^ 
nan t  General  P^/)/>t'r,  it  I'^^oL  per  Cent,  This  exa- 
minant fays,  it  is  of  the  fame  nature  as  the  firft  men- 

e  4  tioned 
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tioned  fums ;  and  farther,  this  examinant  believes 
that  General  Pepper  had  fuch  flock  taken  in  for  hira 
by  Mr.  Knight. 

Mr.  Knight  fome  time  after  the  faid  1 5th  of  Fe-f 
hruary^  told  the  examinant,  that  he  had  fold  it  for 
the  General,  who  was  angry  at  his  felling  of  it  fo 
foon,  flock  foon  after  rifing  higher  ^  and  the  exa- 
minant believes  (if  there  was  any  difference)  the 
fame  was  paid  or  accounted  for  by  Mr.  Knight  to 
General  Pepper, 

As  to  the  article  of  4000/.  at  276/.  per  Cent. 
and  3000/.  at  300/.  per  Cent,  of  the  23d  and  25th 
of  March^  charged  to  Sir  William  Gordon^  the  exa- 
minant fays,  they  are  of  the  fame  nature  as  the  firfl 
mentioned  fums  \  and  farther,  that  he  had  feveral 
times  feen  Sir  William  Gordon  with  Mr.  Knight^  and 
verily  believes  the  account  of  the  faid  fums  were 
adjufled  between  them. 

As  to  the  article  of  the  15th  of  February  of 
20,000/.  to  Lord  Gower^  he  fays.  That  that  was  a 
tranfadlion  of  Mr.  Gibbon%  who  brought  to  Mr. 
Knight  a  paper,  containing  the  names  of  perfons  to 
whom  he  had  difpofed  of  the  company's  flock,  fay- 
ing, '  Here  is  the  account  of  the  flock  which  I  have 
*.  difpofed  of.'  That  he  believes  the  following  names 
and  fums. 

/.  /. 

Lord  Cower  for  the  faid   20,000    at  180  February  15. 

hord  Lan/down  for —5,000    at  180  March  i. 

His  Lordihip  more —5,000   at  1765;  the  fame  day. 

were  contained  in  the  paper  of  Mr.  Gibbon^  and 
from  that  paper  were  entered  by  the  examinant  in 
the  faid  account  of  flock  fold,  that  he  does  not 
know  thefe  names  were  in  the  green  book,  but 
believes  an  account  was  kept  between  Mr.  Gibbon 
and  Mr.  Knight  in  the  faid  green  book,  the  exami- 
nant having  feen  Mr.  Gibbon^  name  in  that  book, 

at 
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at  the  head  of  an  account,  and  believes  that  thefe 
fums  were  held  or  taken  in  for  the  ufe  of  the  faid 
Lord  Gower  and  Lord  Lansdown, 

That  the   following   entries  in  the   account  of 
ftock  fold,  viz. 

lOOo/.  to  Sir  Cop.  Bampfield^  at  275  per  Cent.  March  22. 

1000/.  to  Mr.  J.  Bampfield^  at  the  fame  price  and  time, 

icoc/.  to  ^w  John  Bland^  at  the  fame. 

1000/.  to  Sir  Thomas  Seabright^  at  the  fame. 

1000/.  to  Henry  Bracks^  Eiq;  at  260/.  lame  day, 

1000/.  to   Charles  Longueville,  Efq;  at    325/.  March  25. 

1.000/.  to  Sir  TVilliamCareWy  at  300/.  March -^i, 

were  all  brought  by  Mr.  Chefter  to  Mr.  Knight ^ 
in  a  paper  containing  an  account  of  the  (lock  dif^ 
pofed  of  by  him,  in  the  fame  manner,  as  Mr. 
Gibbon  brought  his  particular  fums,  and  from  that 
paper  the  examinant"  (by  Mr.  Knight^s  diredion) 
entered  thefe  fums  in  the  account  of  ftock  fold. 

That  in  difcourfe  with  Mr.  Knight  fmce  this 
inquiry  began,  Mr.  Knight  has  often  exprefled  a 
great  deal  of  uneafmefs  on  account  of  ftock  fold 
and  bought  for  the  company,  faying,  he  had  in 
thefe  affairs  obliged  feyeral  perfons,  whom  he  did 
not  care  to  name. 

Your  Com.  at  the  requeft  of  the  faid  Mr, 
Forrefter^  examined  Mr.  John  Mark,  banker,  and 
as  to  the  article  of  the  23d  -of  March,  17195  ^^ 
1000/.  Soutb-^ea  ftpck  charged  to  be  fold  to  the 
faid  Mr.  Forreefler  at  272/.  per  cent,  he  fays,  he 
did  about  this  time  buy  at  market  for  Mr.  For- 
refier,  2000  or  3000/.  South-fea  ftock,  at  or  about 
that  price,  and  that  Mr.  Forrefter  being  difap- 
pointed  of  money  to  pay  for  1000/.  of  it  (Sir 
l^ambert  Blachuuell,  who  had  bought  an  annuity 
of  100/.  of  him,  not  paying  for  it,  becaufe  of  an 
objedion  to  the  tide)  Mr.  Forrefter  applied  to  the 
fxaminant  to  lend   him  money  upon  the  1000/. 

ftock, 
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ftock,  for  two  or  three  days,  which  the  examinant 
not  being  able  to  do,  he  defired  him  to  get  it  for 
him  of  a  friend  ;  upon  which  the  examinant  ap- 
plied to  Sir  Lambert  BlackwelU  and  he  told  him, 
he  would  afk  Mr.  Knight  to  do  it,  which  Mr. 
Knight  by  Sir  Lambert^  defire,  accordingly  did, 
upon  the  examinant's  engaging  to  pay  him  the 
money  in  a  few  days,  and  the  examinant  named 
Mr.  Forrefter  to  Sir  Lambert  BlackwelL 

The  examinant  afterwards  told  Mr.  Forrefter, 
he  had  got  the  ftock  taken  in  for  him  for  a  few 
days,  but  did  not  tell  him  by  whom  ;  that  in  a- 
Ihort  time  afterwards,  Mr.  F<7rr<f/?^r  paid  the  exa- 
minant the  principal  and  intereft,  and  the  exami- 
nant paid  Mr.  Knight. 

Mr.  Mark,  in  a  fubfequent  examination,  fays, 
that  (to  the  beft  of  this  examinant's  remembrance,) 
the  I  coo/,  ftock  mentioned  in  his  former  exami- 
nation, was  by  Mr.  Forrefter^s  dircdtion,  transfer- 
red to  Mr.  Sambrooke  by  this  examinant,  before 
this  examinant  paid  Mr.  Knight  the  money  men- 
tioned in  his  fiid  former  examintation. 

Sir  Lambert  Blackwell  being  likewife  examined, 
at  Mr.  Forrefterh  requeft,  fays,  that  about  Febru- 
ary or  March,  1719.  Mr.  Mark  told  the  exami- 
nant, that  he  had  bought  1000/.  ftock  for  Mr. 
Forrefter,  and  that  Mr.  Forrefter  wanted  money 
for  a  few  days  to  pay  for  it  ;  Mr.  Mark  defired 
the  examinant  to  fpeak  to  Mr.  Knight  to  advance 
the  money,  (which  the  exafninant  accordingly 
did  5  and  the  examinant  afterwards  told  Mr.  Mark^ 
that  Mr.  Knight  did  advance  the  money)  upon  his 
agreeing  to  repay  it  \  and  that  he,  Mr.  Mark,  re- 
paid it  with  intereft,  very  foon  after  it  was  fo  bor- 
^    rowed. 

Mr.  John  Ed'win  being  alfo  examined,  at  the 
defire  of  Mr.  Forrefter^  lays,  he  never  heard  of 
the  faid  1000/.  till  the  account  of  ftock  fold  was 
laid  before  the  houfe :    That  fmce  that  time   he 

met 
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met  Mr.  Forrefter  at  a  tavern,  who  feemed  to  be 
much  furprized  at  the  charge  of  looo/.  flock  to 
him,  and  declared,  that  he  knew  nothing  of  it  j 
and  he  gave  the  examinant,  and  the  reft  of  the 
company  there,  fuch  a  relation  of  the  matter,  as 
induced  them  to  believe  he  was  clear  of  the  affair, 
but  the  particulars  of  this  relation  this  examinant 
cannot  remember. 

As  to  the  article  of  2000/.  flock  charged  to 
Sir  Montague  Blundell  (now  Lord  Blundell)  your 
Com.  (at  his  Lord  (hip's  requefl)  examined  fVil* 
Ham  Chetwynd^  Efq;  Charles  Colhourney  and  Mr. 
Robert  Stir  man.  Mr.  Chetwynd  fays,  that  on  or 
about  the  2?,th  day  of  March,  1720,  the  faid 
Lord  Blundell  defired  this  examinant  to  transfer 
500/.  South-Sea  flock,  which  the  examinant  had 
in  truft  for  Lord  Blundell^  to  Mr.  Knight,  as  an 
additional  fecurity  for  1000/.  flock  taken  in  by  him 
for  Lord  Blundell,  at  316/.  per  cent,  amounting 
to  3160/.  which   the  examinant  accordingly   did. 

That  the  examinant  thinking  the  faid  500/, 
flock,  together  with  the  faid  1000/.  flock,  more 
than  a  fufficient  fecurity  for  the  faid  3160/.  did 
apply  to  Mr.  Knight  to  take  in  1000/.  flock  for 
him  (the  examinant)  upon  the  faid  5000/.  of  ad- 
ditional fecurity,  at  320/.  per  cent,  or  there 
abouts,  which  Mr.  Knight  complied  with  at  the 
fole  requeil  and  defire  of  the  examinant. 

That  neither  this  examinant,  nor  L.ord  Blun- 
dell, have  received  any  manner  of  profit  or  ad- 
advantage  by  either  of  the  Hiid  1000/.  flock ;  for 
the  faid  2000/.  now  remains  in  the  hands  of  Mr. 
Knight,  or  his  agents  j  together  with  the  500/. 
flock  additional  fecurity,  which  they  in  all  pro- 
bability muft  lofe  in  this  affair. 

The  faid  2000/.  flock  are  di{lin<^  accounts ;  for 
this  examinant  did  transfer  to  the  faid  Lord  Blun- 
dell%  ufe,  250/.  ftock,  being  his  fhare  of  the  ad- 
flitional  fecurity  aforefaid  •,  and  this  examinant  did 

believe. 
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believe,  when  this  matter  was  tranfadred,  that  it 
was  an  account  with  Mr.  Knight  only,  wherein 
the  company  was  no  ways  concerned. 

The  faid  Charles  Coleburne  being  examined  fays, 
he  did,  on  or  about  the  26th  of  March  1720, 
buy  1000/.  Souih'fea  flock,  by  the  diredion  of 
Mr.  Thomas  Holdip^  and  Mr.  William  Chetwynd^ 
or  one  of  them,  but  for  the  account  of  the  faicj 
L.ord  Blundelly  at  the  rate  of  ^161.  per  cenL  which 
ftock  was  paid  for  by  Mr.  Surman^  by  order  of 
Mr.  Knight^  on  or  about  the  28  th  day  of  the  faid 
March  1720.  and  at  the  fame  time  500/.  more 
Hock  was  transferred  by  the  faid  Mr.  Chetwynd  to 
the  faid  Sur'man,  which  (as  the  faid  Chetwynd  then 
informed  this  examinant)  was  fo  transferred  for, 
and  as  a  farther  fecurity  for  the  repayment  of 
3160/.  then  paid  for  the  faid  1000/.  flock  at  the 
faid  rate  of  316/.  per  cent,  with  interefl  for  the 
fame. 

The  faid  Surman  being  examined  fays,  there 
wa5  2000  /.  flock  charged  to  Lord  Blundell^  read 
to  the  examinant  out  of  the  green  book,  as  he 
has  faid  in  a  former  examination. 

That  about  the  26t:h  of  March,  1720.  Wil- 
liam Chetwynd  brother-in-law  to  Lord  Blundell^ 
transferred  500/.  flock  to  this  examinant,  which 
he  underflood  was  an  additional  fecurity  for  flock 
taken  in  by  Mr.  Knight  \  that  after  the  inquiry 
began  in  Parliament  about  the  Seuth-fea  aflairs, 
Mr.  Chetwynd  came  to  the  examinant  to  know 
how  that  500  /.  was  applied  ;  and  the  examinant 
told  him  that  it  flill  remained  due  from  him  to 
Mr.  Chetwynd,  and  at  that  time  Mr.  Chetwynd 
told  him  the  examinant,  it  was  a  fecurity  taken  in 
by  Mr.  Knight  for  Lord  B:undell  and  himfelf; 
and  this  examinant  believes  Lord  Blundell  was 
then  with  Mr.  Chetwynd,  by  reafon  the  exami- 
nant, thro*  the  hurry  of  bufinefs,  had  neglected 
tp  take  diredions  from  Mr.  Knight  how  to  aoply  it;. 

*    The 
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The  faid  Mr.  Robert  Surman  being  at  tKe  requeft 
of  Thomas  JVynn^  Efq;  farther  examined  by  your 
Com.  as  to  the  faid  flock  faid  to  be  fold  by  him, 
fays,  he  can  fay  no  more  concerning  that  matter 
than  he  has  faid  in  his  former  examination. 

S\v  John  Blunt  being  examined  the  26th  o^  Ja- 
nuary^ 1720,  fays,  he  was  privy  to  the  felling  of 
Hock  for  the  company  ;  that  he  did  himfelf  difpofe 
of  6000  /.  part  of  the  company's  faid  flock,  to  Col. 
Monroe y  a  member  of  Parliament,  at  275  /.  fer  cent» 
that  to  the  bed  of  the  examinant's  remem.brance. 
Col.  Monroe  defired  fome  flock  to  be  taken  in  for 
him  (that  is,  to  have  the  money  advanced  for  him 
for  fo  much  flock)  that  he  fent  one  Lopez  a  broker 
to  him,  to  take  it  in  •,  but  this  examinant  had  leave 
from  fome  of  the  governors  and  directors,  to  let  Mr. 
Monroe  have  fo  much  of  the  company's  flock  -,  and 
upon  that,  this  examinant  told  the  broker  he  would 
take  it  in  for  him,  and  fell  it  himfelf,  that  there  was 
no  flock  transferred,  but  this  examinant  gave  Mr. 
Knight  an  account  of  fo  much  of  the  company's  flock 
fold  to  Mr.  Monroe  -,  that  in  April  lafl  (to  the  befl 
of  his  remembrance)  Col.  Monroe^  or  his  brother, 
defired  his  flock  might  be  fold,  and  upon  that,  this 
examinant  refered  him  to  Mr.  Knight  to  deliver  it ; 
that  he  does  not  know  that  Col.  Mo7troe  gave  any 
fecurity  to  the  company  to  anfwer  the  275  /.  per  cent, 
other  than  the  faid  agreement  made  between  this  ex- 
aminant and  the  faid  broker. 

That  he  alio  difpofed  of  1000  /.  other  part  of  the 
company's  faid  flock,  to  Jof.  Banks,  Efq;  (a  mem- 
beV  of  this  houfe)  at  310/.  per  cent,  who  defired  this 
examinant  to  k\\  him  fo  much  flock  at  the  market 
price,  and  to  take  his  note,  payable  in  a  month  or 
fix  weeks,  for  the  money  which  he  accordingly  did, 
which  was  paid  about  May  following,  at  which  time, 
the  flock  was  advanced  in  value ;  and  this  examinant 
paid  that  money  to  Mr.  Knight  tor  the  company's 
ufe,  foon  after  he  received  it. 

That 
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That  after  the  time  of  agreeing  with  Mr.  Banks 
for  this  (lock,  it  fell  in  value  for  fome  time  -,  that  this 
was  thus  tranfa6led  :  Sir  John  Blunt  gave  Mr.  Banks 
a  note  to  transfer  the  quantity  of  flock,  and  took  Mr. 
Bank's  note  for  the  money  :  Sometime  after  thefe 
notes  were  given,  and  after  the  money  paid,  Mr. 
Banks  defired  to  borrow  4000/.  (as  he  believes)  on 
this  flock  y  and  he  believes  Mr.  Knight  took  this 
examinant's  note  as  fo  much  flock  i  that  he  believes 
Mr.  Knight  lent  him  4000  /.  accordingly,  in  June 
lafl ;  that  he  had  no  view  towards  the  facilitating  the 
bill  in  the  difpofal  of  this  flock,  the  faid  Mr  Monroe 
^nd  Mr.  Banks  being  inclined  to  pafs  the  bill,  before 
the  flock  was  difpofed  of  to  them  (as  they  had  de- 
clared to  him.)  Your  Com.  at  the  defire  of  the  faid 
Col.  Monroe  examined  Gabriel  Lcjp^z  a  broker,  as  to 
the  faid  6000/.  flock  charged  to  be  fold  to  Col. 
Monroe  ;  and  he  fays,  that  about  the  middle  of 
March  174^,  the  faid  Col.  Monroe  fent  for  him  to 
Carawafs  CofFee-houfe,  and  gave  him  a  letter  di- 
re6led  to  Sir  John  Blunty  in  which  (to  the  befl  of 
the  examinant's  remembrance)  Col.  Monroe  defired 
him  to  take  in  for  him  6000/.  South-fea  flock  at  in- 
terefl,  and  that  he  would  repay  him  again  in  a 
month.  At  the  fame  time.  Col.  Monroe  ordered 
the  examinant  to  buy  for  him  the  faid  fum  of  6000/. 
South-fea  flock,  which  the  examinant  did  at  the  fame 
time,  of  Sir  John  Blunt,  at  275/.  per  cent,  which 
was  the  then  market  price  \  and  Sir  John  Blunt  did 
at  the  fame  time  agree  to  place  the  faid  fum  of  6000/. 
South-fea  flock,  to  Col.  Monroe* s  account ;  and  fays, 
that  within  a  month  afterwards.  Col.  Monroe  order- 
ed him  to  fell  the  fame  6000/.  'yuth-fea  flock  again; 
which  he  accordingly  did,  to  Mr.  Patterfon,  at  330/. 
fer  cent.  And  Mr.  Patterfon  and  Mr.  Surman,  by 
order  of  Sir  John  Blunt,  did  adjufl  the  faid  flock 
with  Col.  Monroe,  who  did  (to  the  befl  of  his  re- 
membrance) pay  about  80/.  for  interefl,   and  Sir 

John 
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John  Blunt ^  gave  the  examiEant  commiflion  for  fel- 
ling the  faid  flock. 

The  faid  'Thomas  F  at  t  erf  on  being  hereupon  exa- 
mined by  your  Com.  at  the  defire  of  the  faid  Col. 
Monroe^  he  fays,that  at  the  latter  end  of  March^  1 7|i, 
Col.  Monroe^  defired  the  examinant  to  lay  out  fome 
money  for  him  in  South- fea  flock  \  upon  which,  the 
examinant  gave  the  Colonel  a  letter  of  credit  on  Mr. 
-Lopez,  (who  tranfadlcd  moflly  the  examinant's  bufi- 
nefs)  to  a<5l  for  the  faid  Col.  Monroe^    to  the  value 
of  2,0000  /.  in  a  day  or  two  after  (the  examinant 
fays)  the  Colonel  intreated  him  to  take  in  6000  /. 
Sottth-fea  ftock  for  a  month,  which  flock  he  would 
purchafe  ;    the  examinant  being  much  out  of  cafh, 
which  prevented  his  complying,    he  went  with  the 
Colonel  to  the  Sword-blade  company,  and  proffered 
himfelf  as  a  farther  fecurity  to  Sir  George  Cafwall^ 
if  he  would  take  in  the  faid  flock.     Sir  George  ac- 
quainted them,  he  had  difpofed  of  all  the  money  he 
could  fpare,  and  the  then  examinant  came  from  the 
Sword- blade  office  with  the  Colonel  to  Garraway*s 
Coffee-houfe  ^    Sir  John  Blunt  being  in  the  coffee- 
room  ;  the  examinant  faid  to  the  Colonel,  you  are 
acquainted  with  Sir  John  Blunt^  he  is  a  monied  man 
afk  him  to  lend  the  money  on  6000/.  South-fea  flock, 
and  tell  him,  I  will  be  a  farther  fecurity  for  feeing 
the  money  repaid.     Upon  this  the  Colonel  went  to 
Sir  John  Blunt ^  and  in  a  little  time  after  the  exami- 
nant went  to  them,  and  told  Sir  John  Blunt  he 
would  be  bound  for  any  money  he  fhould  lend  the 
Colonel  on  ftock,  which  Sir  John  Blunt  did  not  ob- 
jed:  to,    and  from  chat  time  the  examinant  thought 
himfeh  bound  to  fee  the  money  repaid,  which  Sir 
John  Blunt  fhould  lend  the  Colonel  on  flock  ;    and 
in  a  few  days  after,  the  Colonel  acquainted  the  ex- 
aminant, that  Lopez   had  bought  for  him  6000/. 
South-fea  ftock,    at   257/.  percent,   and  that  Sir 
John  Blunt  had  lent  the  money,  and  defired  the  ex- 
aminant to  be  ready  to  anfwer  the  difference  if  any 

fhould 
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fhould  happen ;  the  examinant  told  the  Col.  he  was 
ready  when  Sir  'John  Blunt  fhould  demand  it.  That 
in  the  beginning  of  Aprils  Sir  John  Blunt  at  the 
So'utb'fea  houfe,  told  the  examinant  he  fhould  want 
his  money  before  the  ifl:  o^ May^  1720,  and  there- 
upon the  examinant  affured  him  he  might  depend  on 
its  being  repaid,  for  he  would  fell  the  flock  and  fee 
it  performed.  Accordingly  the  examinant  fold  the 
(lock  in  Aprils  and  Sir  John  Blunt  fent  the  exami- 
nant's  broker  to  Surman  to  deliver  the  Stock.  He  fays 
the  money  with  interefl  was  repaid  Surman  on  the 
delivery  of  the  flock,  and  that  he  did  not  know  Sir 
John  Blunt  fold  the  flock,  or  that  it  was  the  compa- 
ny's, till  January  lafl,  for  the  tranfadion  appeared  to 
the  examinant  as  if  it  had  been  upon  Sir  Johnh  own 
account. 

Your  Com.  having  received  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Banks ^dt^inng  that  Sir  John  Blunt  might  be  farther 
examined  as  to  the  faid  1000/.  flock  :  Your  Com. 
accordingly  again  examined  him,  and  he  fays,  that 
he  never  did  tell  Mr.  Banks  that  this  was  the  com- 
pany's flock  till  about  Chriftmas  lafl,  and  he  believes 
till  that  time  Mr.  Banks  did  not  know  that  it  was  fo ; 
that  about  Chriftmas  lafl,  after  this  inquiry  began, 
the  examinant  went  to  Mr.  Banks^  and  told  him, 
this  1000/.  was  the  company's  flock ;  at  which  Mr. 
Banks  was  very  much  furprized,  but  faid,  that  it  fig- 
nified  nothing  to  him,  or  to  that  efFe6l :  The  ex- 
aminant fays,  he  alfo  (by  the  diredion  of  Mr. 
Knight)  offered  to  leave  Mr.  Banks's  name  out  of  the 
lifl,  which  Mr.  Banks  refufed,  faying,  as  he  had 
bought  it,  and  honeftly  paid  for  it,  and  more  than 
he  could  afterwards  have  bought  it  for,  he  would  not 
have  his  name  cancelled,  or  to  that  effed  •,"  that  Mr. 
Banks  alfo,  a  day  or  two  afterwards,  wrote  the  ex- 
aminant a  letter  to  this  purpofe,  which  letter  he  has 
at  prefent  miflaid. 

Your  Com.  likewife,  at  Mr.  Banks's  requefl,  ex- 
amined Mr.  Jofeph  Banks  "jun.  his  fon  j    who  fays, 

that 
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that  he  was  not  prefent  either  when  his  father  Jofeph 
Banks^YSo^^  bought  the  faid  i  ooo /.  Soutb-fea  ^ock 
of  Sir  John  Blunt ^  or  paid  him  3100/.  for  it,  on 
the  6th  of  May  1720,  but  was  informed  thereof  by 
his  father,  who  talked  of  it  pubHcly,  nc;t  as  a  fa- 
vour done  him,  nor  a  thing  to  be  concealed,  but  as. 
an  accidental  bargain,  and  often  faid,  he  could  have 
bought  it  foon  afterwards  near  500  /.  cheaper  in  Ex- 
change-alley. 

Thatabout  the  9th  or  loth  of  7«»(?,when  (lock  was 
750/.  percent,  and  the  Soutb-fea  company  were  ma- 
king a  loan  of  400/.  per  cent,  on  their  ftock,  the 
cxaminant  defired  his  father  either  to  borrow  or  Jet 
him  borrow  4r  00/.  on  that  flock  ;  which  he  con- 
fented  to,  but  told  the  examinant,  that  Sir  John  Blunt 
(to  fave  the  charge  of  a  transfer,  and  being  in  a  hurry) 
had  only  giving  him  a  note  for  transferring  the  faid 
flock,  and  then  gave  the  examinant  the  faid  note, 
of  which  he  kept  a  copy,  and  the  fame  is  in  the 
following  words. 

May  5th,   1720. 

IPromife  to  transfer  to  Jofeph  Banks,  Efq-y 
or  order^  1000/.  South- fea  Jiock^  value 
received, 

John  Blunt. 

Which  note  the  examinant,  on  the  loth  of  June, 
carried  to  the  South-fea  houfe,  and  inquired  for  Sir 
John  Blunt  \  and  after  ibme  time  found  out  the  room 
at  the  bottom  of  the  great  ftairs,  where  he  was  with 
feveral  other  gentlemen,  and  was  called  in,  and 
fliewing  him  the  note,  told  him,  that  he  was  come 
to  have  the  faid  1000/.  flock  transferred  to  Mr. 
Banhy  which  Sir  John  Blunt  f«id  he  would  do  im- 
mediately I  but  there  being  then  a  great  crowd,  he 
defired  the  examinant  to  flay  a  quarter  of  an  hour, 
which  the  cxaminant  accordingly  did,  but  the  crowd 
flill  continuing.  Sir  Jahn  Blunt  refufed  to  go  ;  at 

Vol.  VIIL  f  which 


g2  APPENDIX. 

which  the  examinant  being  angry,  and  not  willing 
to  wait  any  longer,  Sir  John  faid,  he  would  defire 
Mr.  Knight  to  do  it  for  him,  and  that  he  woCild  tranf- 
fer  the  like  funa  to  Mr.  Knight  another  time  ;  which 
the  examinant  confented  to,  and  gave  him  up  his 
faid  note,  taking  of  him  at  the  fame  time  another 
note,  in  the  following  Words. 

June  loth,   1720. 

IPromife  to  transfer  to  Robert  Knight, 
Ef(i\  or  order ^  1000/.  South-fea  Jiock^ 
value  received  1000/.  South-fea  ftock  of 
John  Banks,  Efq: 

John  Blunt. 

Which  note  the  examinant  immediately  conveyed 
to  Mr.  Knight  in  a  room  up  ttairs  at  the  South-fea^ 
houfe  ;  and  having  acquainted  him  with  the  matter, 
gave  him  Sir  John  Blunts  lafl  mentioned  note,  upon 
which  he  made  an  entry  in  a  book,  which  th^  exa- 
minant fays,  he  thought  was  transferring  it,  but  the 
examinant  did  not  fign  any  thing,  but  received  from 
Mr.  Knight  4000/.  for  his  father's  ufe,  as  a  loan  up- 
on the  faid  ftock  •,  which  Mr.  Knight  very  readily 
paid  him  without  taking  any  note  or  fecurity  for  it, 
from  the  examinant,  fave  the  delivering  up  Sir  John 
Blunt*s  note  as  aforefaid. 

That  there  was  not  one  word  pafTcd  from  Sir  John 
Blunt  to  Mr.  Knight^  as  if  that  ftock  had  been  the 
company's  ftock,  nor  did  the  examinant  think,  or 
in  the  leaft  fufpec^  it  to  be  fo ;  that  the  faid  4000/. 
is  not  yet  repaid,  but  remains  due  upon  the  faid  ftock, 
for  ought  he  knows. 

Your  Com.  at  the  requeft  of  Col.  Scott^  examined 
Charles  y^fgill ',  who  fays,  that  on  or  about  the  ift 
day  of  y^prily  1 720,  he  did,  by  order  of  Mr.  Thomas 
Patterfon^buy  of  Mat  hew  Weymondfold^ioool.  South- 
fea  ftock,  at  309/.  'per  cent,  "to  be^paid  for  on  the 
4th  of  the  fame  month  *,  that  applying  to  Mr.  Pat- 

terfon 
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ierfon  for  the  money  to  pay  for  the  fame,  he  ordered 

.  this  examinant  to  go  to  Mr.  Knight  in  the  name  of 
CoJ.  James  Scott^  to  borrow  it  •,  that  the  examinant 
accordingly  went,  but  Mr.  Knight  would  lend  no 
more  than  2500/.  on  the  faid  1000/.  flock,  be- 
ing after  the  rate  of  250/.  per  cent,  of  which  this 
examinant  acquainted  Mr.  Patterfon  \  who  approving 
thereof,    gave  this  examinant  590/.  to  reduce  the 

,  faid  1000/.  flock  from  309,  to  250/.  fer  cent. 
which  being  done,  the  faid  1000/.  flock  was,  ©n 
the  faid  ^xh  of  Jprily  1720,  transferred  by  Mr.  Sur- 
man,  by  Mr.  Knight's  order,  at  250/.  per  cent,  that 
this  whole  affair  was  tranfiidled  by  the  direditon  ?of 
Mr.  Patterfonyand  the  examinant  did  not  know  Cfel. 
Scott  till  a  donfiderable  time  after. 

The  faid  Mr.  Jfgjli  being  alfo  examined,  at  the 
requeft  of  Col.  Montgomery^  as  to  the  fud  2000/. 
flock  charged  to  be  fold  to  him  ;  fays,  that  on  or 

.  about, the  29th  of  March,  1720,  this  examinant,  by 
the  order  of  Mr.  Thomas  Patterfon,  went  to  Mr. 
Robert  Knight  in  the  name  of  Col.  Montgomery,  to 

,  borrow  money  on  2000/.  South-jea  flock,  which 
yix.Kn.ght  complied  with  ;  but  faid,  he  would  lend 
no  more  than  5000/.  on  2000/.  flock,  being  at 
the  rate  of  iP,oKper  cent,  unlcfs  500/.  flock  more 
was  transferred  to  him,  or  his  order,  as  a  flirther  fe- 
curity,  and  then  he  would  lend  6300/.  being  after 
the  rate  of  3 1 5/.  per  cent,  the  then  market  price  ; 
but  told  this  examinant,  that  if  tht  gentleman  had 
not  bought  tae  fiid  2000/.  ftock,  not  to  let  him  buy  it, 
for  that  he  (Mr.  Knight),\Nou\d  fell  it  him,  rather  than 
puzzle  his  accounts  with  transfers,  and  being  at  the 
trouble  of  railing  the  money  ;  of  which  this  exami- 
nant acquainted  Mr.  Patterfon^  who  approving  there- 
of, ordered  the  examinant  to  buy  the  fiid  2000/. 
dock  of  Mr.  K?iight,  which  he  did  accordingly  at 
.  JI5/.  per  cent,  and  Mr.  Knight  agreed  to  continue 
the.  fey.  ^ioool.  ^ogkM  his  own  name,  ^n  conditi-on 
.r-..^'  .:  .-.y  n-,''\    .,.,  '  ^  2  that 
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that  the  faid  500/.  flock  was  transferred,  as  a  far- 
ther fecurity  for  the  taking  of  the  faid  2000/.  (lock, 
and  payment  of  the  faid  6300/.  being  '^i^l.per  cent, 
agreed  to  be  paid  as  aforefaid  with  intereft,  which 
500/.  additional  flock  was  accordingly  transferred 
to  Mr.  Surmnn  by  Mr.  Kmgbt's  order,  on  the  fame 
day,  or  the  day  following  :  That  this  whole  affair 
was  tranfaded  by  Mr.  Patterfcnh  direftion,  and  that 
he  did  not  know  Col.  Montgomery  till  a  month  after, 
or  longer. 

Your  Com.  examining  the  faid  Palter/on^  at  the 
requefl  of  the  faid  Col.  Scolt^  and  Col.  Montgomery^ 
he  fays,  that  about  the  latter  end  of  March,  1 7 1 9, 
Co],  John  Montgomery  and  Col.  James  Scott,  defired 
the  examinant  to  buy  fome  South-fea  ftock  for  their 
ufe,  and  upon  their  account,  which  the  examinant 
confented  to ;  and  thereupon  fent  for  Mr.  Afgill  a 
broker,  and  gave  him  diredlions  to  buy  3000/. 
South-fea  flock,  viz.  2000/.  for  Col.  Montgomery, 
and  1000/.  for  Col.  Scott,  and  told  Jfgill  he  would 
give  any  fecurity  that  fhould  be  demanded  by  any 
perfon,  who  would  take  in  the  faid  3000/.  flock. 
jifgill  then  faid  to  the  examinant,  he  would  go  and 
propofe  it  to  Mr.  Knight ;  and  Afgill  returned  to  the 
examinant  in  half  an  hour,  and  acquainted  the  ex- 
aminant, Mr.  Knight  would  take  in  2000/.  ftock 
for  Col.  Montgojnery,  if  500/.  more  flock  was 
transferred  to  him  for  fecuring  the  fame  :  And  that 
Mr.  Knight  would  lend  2500/.  money  on  1000/. 
flock  for  Col.  James  Scott,  both  which  the  exami- 
nant approved  of,  and  ordered  Afgill  to  buy  the 
1000/.  flock  for  Col.  James  Scott,  and  gave  him 
money  to  reduce  the  (lock  to  250/-.  per  cent,  and  the 
examinant  transferred  the  500/.  flock  to  Mr.  Knight 
for  Col.  Montgomery. 

Sir  John  Blunt  being  examined,  and  afked  whether 
he  did  not  know,  or  believe  that  the  faid  574,500/. 
fbock,  or  any  part  thereof,  was  difpofed  of  to  facilitate 
the  pairing  of  the  bill  in  Parliament  ?  Ke  fays,  that 

the 
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th^firft  parcel  (to  the  beft  of  his  remembrance)  of 
the  faid  ftock  which  was  difpofed  of  (as  thisexaminant 
was  informed  by  Mr.  Gibbon  one  of  the  diredtors) 
was  about  the  fum  of  20,000/.  or  30,000/.  fold  or 
difpofed  of  by  the  faid  Gibbon  (to  the  beft  of  his  re- 
membrance) that  the  intention  thereof  was  for  the 
fervice  o^^  and  to  make  more  friends  for  the  com- 
pany, and  he  does  not  know  at  what  price :  That 
he  does  not  know  whether  any  money  was,  or  was 
not  paid  to  the  company  for  the  faid  ftock,  nor 
does  he  know  any  thing  more  relating  to  the  faid 
tranfa(5lion.  '-■  '1  ■ 

-  Your  Com.  examining  the  faid  Mr.  Gibbon  as  to 
the  account  of  ftock  entered  in  the  cafti-book  to  be 
fold,  he  fays,  he  never  faw  any  account  of  it,  but 
what  is  in  the  book,  until  a  paper  drawn  up  by  Mr. 
Knight  was  fhewn  him,  after  the  order  of  the  houje  of 
Commons^  and  he  looked  upon  it  but  curforily. 

He  fays,  that  about  the  latter  end  of  February  laft 
Mr.  Knight  faid  to  him,  it  would  be  far  the  compa- 
ny's advantage  to  fell  fome  ftock,-  it  being  then  at  a 
good  price,  between  170  and.  180/.  per  cent,  and  if 
the  bill  did  not  pafs,  it  would»'bs  well  fold,  and  if  it 
did  pafs,  the  reft  would  fell  at  a  better  price ;  that 
he  does  not  know  that  the  company  had  then  ftock 
to  difpofe  of 

That  M^T,  Knight  faid,  he  was  to  take  upon  him- 
felf  the  tranfadlmg  that  ftock,  and  the  perfons  to 
whom  it  was  to  be  delivered  were  to  be  accountable 
for  the  price ;  but  that  he  was  to  tranfadl  this  on  be- 
half of  the  company  •,  and  that  the  perfons  who  were 
to  have  it,  might  either  have  it  transferred  to  them, 
or  take  the  diiierence. 

He  does  not  know  of  any  ftock  difpofed  of  to 
any  member  of  either  houfe  of  Parliament,  except 
what  is  mentioned  to  be  done  by  him  in  the  account 
delivered  into  the  houfe;  and  does  not  remember 
any  one  clfe  deflred  ftock. 

f3  He 
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':  He  believes  that  Mr.  Knight  told  him,  that  Mr, 
Holditch  and  Mr.  Hawes  difpofed  of  flock  to  members 
of  tht  houfe  of  Commons^  who  are  not  nam,ed  in  the 
account  delivered  into  the  houfe. 

As  to  the  20,000/.  charged  in  the  account  to 
Lord  Gower^  he  fays,  that  Lord  Gower  fent  to  him 
about  "^hje  ilatter  , end  of  F^^r^^rjy  laft,  to  help  him 
to  buy  20,000/.  flock,  which  this  examinantfaid  he 
would  Dy  to  do,  and  believed  he  could  dp  it ;  that 
the  fame  day,  or  the  next  day,  this  examinant  fpoke 
to  Mr.  Knight^  and  aflced  him  to  undertake  to  deli- 
ver this  flock  at  three  months  time  at  180/.  per  cent.  ■ 
which  he  complyed  with  ;  and  this  examinant  topk 
y\x .Knigbih  note  for  fo  much  flock  accordingly  ; 
and  it  was  underftood  that  the  flock  was  to  be  deU- 
vered  three  months  after,  it  being  not  paid  for  b^- 
fpre,/ with  the  intereH  inthe  meantime:  That  he 
gave  Lord  Gower  his  own  note  for  the  delivery  of 
tikis  flock  in  three  months,  and  took  his  Lordfhip's 
note  to  accept  it,  and';pay  the  money  in  three  months 
time  with  interefl ;  .  in  the  mean  time,  that  there 
was  400G  /.  Soulh-fea  flock  transferred  to  this  exa- 
minant by  a  flew^rd  of*the  Duke  of  Rutldnd\  and 
.itiord  Gozver  told  the  examinant,  that  the  laid  40C0/. 
-•Should  be  transferred  to  him  as  a  farther  fecurity,  and 
that  the  Duke  of  Rutland  ^nt^^  concerned  in  the  bar- 
gain/; fays,  that  the  flock  was  accordingly  transfer- 
red to  him  a  ^t."^  days  afterwards ;  and  Lord  Gower 
told  him,  fomepartof  the  20,000/.  flock  was  af- 
terwards fold  at  about  300/.  fcr  cent,  (as  he  believes) 
and  this  exam.inant-iaid,  that  Mr.  Knight  received 
themoney,  and  kept  the.  account  of  it,  and  believes 
that  Lord  Gov.er  did  not  know  that  Mr.  Knight 
t-iranfscled  it  -,  and  fays,  that  this  examinant's  agree- 
ment with  Mv,  Knight  for  the  delivery  of  this  flock, 
was  a bfolute  k  all  events  ;  when  Mr.  Knight  after- 
wards, upon  making  up  the  account  of  Hock  fold, 
told  this  examinant  that  this  20  ooc/.  was  compa- 
r.y'-s  flock,  and  mud  be  put  down  fo  ;  the  exami- 
nant 
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nant  laid,  then  he  muft  give  him  his  own  name  and 
the  name  of  Lord  Gower,  to  whom  it  was  difpofed 
of;  believes,  that  other  part  of  this  ftock  was  fold 
at  350/.  $er  cent,  and  the  other  part  at  400/.  per 
cent,  and  that  no  part  of  the  money  was 
paid  by  Lord  Gower  till  after  the  firft  parcel  of 
t\\t  ftock  was  fold,  which  was  much  fooner  than  the 
time  of  paym-ent,  and  the  account  was  made  up  by 
Mr.  Knight  about  the  end  of  the  three  months. 

As  to  the  two  fums  of  500  /.  ftock  each,  charged 
in  the  account  to  Lord  Lanfdown^  this  examinant  had 
a  note  from  his  Lordfhip  for  acceptance  and  pay- 
ment, and  his  Lordfhip  agreed  to  give  fecurity,  but 
the  price  of  flock  rifing,  this  examinant  did  not  in- 
fifl  upon  it. 

He  believes,  that  both  parcels  of  flock  were  fold 
in  about  a  month's  time,  and  that  part  of  it  was 
transferred  to  Lord  or  Lady  Lanfdo'wn^  and  the  ac- 
count of  it  was  made  up,  and  the  money  to  be  paid 
allowed  with  interefl :  That  this  examinant  believes 
Lord  Lanfdown  had  no  knowledge  of  this  being  the 
company's  flock  ;  that  he  gave  Lord  Lanfdown  two 
notes  for  delivery  of  the  (lock,  and  depended  upon 
Mr.  Knight  for  it ;  and  believes  Mr.  Knight  intend- 
ed to  charge  the  faid  Lord  Lanfdownh  flock  to  the 
company's  account,  if  he  could  get  it  allowed,  other- 
wife  he  was  to  anfwer  it  himfelf.  And  this  exami- 
nant took  a  note  from  Mr.  Knight  to  himfelf  for  de- 
livery of  the  faid  20,000  /.  flock,  and  alfo  of  the  faid 
two  500  /.  flock ;  and  that  Lord  Lanfdown^s  name 
was  inferted  in  the  account  in  the  fame  manner  as 
Lord  Qower's. 

Mr.  Chefter  being  examined,  fays  that  the  ftock 
he  difpofed  of  to  members  of  Parliament,  they  ac- 
tually bought  of  him,  and  he  believes  knew  not  that 
fuch  flock  was  the  company's.  After  fuch  members 
had  bought  the  flock  of  him,  this  examinant  went  to 
Mr.  Knight^  and  bought  fo  much  flock  of  him,  and 
ordered  him  to  deliver  it  to  thofe  gentlemen,  to  whom 
^  f  4  he 


/. 

Lpe 

1000 

at 

260 

I  GOO 

at 

275 

lOOO 

at 

275 

I  COO 

at 

275 

I  GOO 

at 

275 

lOOO 

at 

325 

1000 

at 

300 
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he  had  io  fold  it ;  and  after  he  had  agreed  with  Mr. 
Knight^  the  examinant, referred  them  to  Mr.  Knight y 
with  whom  he  believes  they  tranfadled  it. 

That  the  dates  entered  in  the  accounts  of  ftock  are 
not  true,  as  he  believes. 

That  the  perfons  to  whom  he  fold  the  ftock,  were 

Henry  Bracks^  Efq; 
Sir  Copp,  Bamfield 
John  Bampfield^  Efq; 
Sir  John  Bland 
Sir  'Thomas  Seabright 
Charles  LonguevilU^  Efq; 
Sir  William  Carew^  Knt. 

which  two  laft,  (by  reafon  of  the  price)  he  believes, 
were  after  the  bill  pafTed. 

That  as  to  Mr.  Bracks^  the  examinant  fays,  there 
had  been  feveral  years  dealings  between  him  and  Mr. 
Bracks^  the  examinant  feldom  receiving  lefs  than 
4000  /.  per  ann,  on  Mr.  Bracksh  account,  and  there 
was  a  running  account  between  them  at  the  time  of 
this  tranfadlion  ;  that  Mr.  Bracks  fome  time  after  the 
buying  the  ftock^for  him,  did  pay  the  examinant 
2600/.  for  it,  and  the  examinant  forthwith  paid 
that  fum  to  Mr.  Knight,  or  Mr.  Surman^  for  the 
fame. 

As  to  Sir  Copp.  Bampfield^  Mr.  Bampfield^  Sir 
John  Bland,  and  Sir  Thomas  Seabright,  the  examir 
nant  fays,  he  had  letters  from  them  for  the  accepr 
tance  of  fuch  ftock  ;  and  particularly  from  Sir  Coppi 
and  Mr.  Bampfield,  and  fome  time  after  ftock  be- 
ing fallen  30  or  40  per  cent,  Mr.  Bampfield  came  to 
the  examinant,  and  told  him  that  Sir  Copp,  and  him- 
felf  were  ready  to  take  the  ftock  whenever  he  plea- 
fed  ;  and  about  the  fame  time  Sir  William  Qarem 
made  him  the  faid  offer. 

Sir  John  Blandh  ftock  was  afterwards  (as  he  be- 
lieves) fold  for  himfelf  by  Mr.  Knight,  ,  ., 

Tha^ 
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That  Mr.  Longueville  came  to  the  examinant,  and 
offered  the  money  for  his  (lock  ;  and  the  examinant 
acquainted  him,  that  he  had  tranfadled  it  with  Mr. 
Knight^  and  fent  Mr.  Longueville  to  him,  and  he 
paid  the  money  to  Mr  Knight,  (as  the  examinant  ve- 
rily believes.)  Mvu^ynv^  u^^v 

The  examinant  fays,  he  does  not  know  that  the 
ftock  fo  difpofed  of  by  him,  was  part  ofthe  fictitious 
ftock  faid  to  be  fold  by  the  company  ;  but  as  to  his 
belief  he  cannot  anfwer  \  that  at  the  time  he  bought 
this  (lock  of  Mr.  Knight^  he  really  believed  it  was 
Mr.  Knigbi's  own  private  ftock,  and  did  not  know, 
nor  had  heard  that  Mr.  Knight  fold  or  tranfaded  any 
of  the  company's  ftock  at  that  time  or  before. 

That  when  he  wanted  to  buy  ftock,  he  fometimes 
bought  it  of  Mr.  Knight. 

That  v^hen  he  thus  difpofed  of  the  aforefaid  ttock, 
he  had  had  a  confiderable  quantity  of  his  own  ftock, 
but  he  did  not  fell  the  fiid  gentlemen  his  own  ftock, 
but  bought  it  of  Mr.  Knight  for  them  as  aforefaid : 
That  he  did  not  know  that  this  was  the  company'^ 
ftock,  till  about  the  time  he  faw  the  account  of 
ftock  fold,  prepared  by  Mr.  Knight  to  be  laid  before 
the  houfe  ;  and  then  Mr.  Knight  told  him,  that  the 
ftock  which  he  had  fold  him  was  part  of  the  ftock 
fold  by  the  company. 

S'lr  Robert  Chaplin  being  examined  as  to  the  1 0000/. 
South'fea  ftock  fold  to  him  and  Edzvr^rd  Rolt^  Efq; 
t)y  Mr,  Knight^  in  February,  1719,  at  174^  /.  per 
cent,  fays,  the  agreement  with  Mr.  Knight  for  this 
ftock  was  verbal,  and  neither  the  examinant  nor  Mr. 
Rolt  gave  any  note  to  pay  for  it ;  that  neither  he  nor 
Mr.  Rolt  knew  it  was  the  company's  ftock,  but  thought 
it  was  bought  with  Mr.  Knight's  Money  •,  that  Mr. 
Knight  and  he  going  in-a  coach  together  to  Wefimin- 
fter.^  the  examinant  complained  he  had  not  money, 
upon  which  Mr.  Knight  offered  to  buy  5000/.  ftock 
for  him ;  that  at  JVeJlminftcr  Mr.  Rolt  made  the 
fame  complaint  jf  want  of  money,  and  the  exami- 
nant 
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nant  told  him  what  had  pafled  between  him  and  Mr. 
Knight',  and  then  Mr.  Roll  and  the  examinant  agreed 
to  have  loooo/.  flock  in  partnerfhip,  Mr.  Knight 
agreeing  to  get  it  for  them,  that  Mr.  Rolt  and  he 
afterwards  agreed  to  fell  this  (lock  at  197  /.  per  cent. 
and  Mr.  Kn:ght  paid  them  the  difference  of  the  ad- 
vanced price. 

Sir  j(ohn  Fellows  being  examined  as  to  the  fi£li- 
jipus  ftock  fold,  fays,    that  he  heard  that  Mr.  Rolt 
of  Hertfordfljire  had  fome  ftock  held  for  him  by  the 
<;ompany ;  and  fays,  that  he  did  not  pay  the  money  for 
it,  (as  this  examinaiiL  believes)  that  he  has  alfo  heard 
J^r.  Wynn^  a  Member  of  Parliament,  had  fome  ftock 
held  for  him,  in  the  fame   manner,    withoui;  paying 
for  it  (as  he  believes:)   That  he  believes  he  has  lately 
heard,    that  Lord  Lanjdown  and  Lord  Ccwer  had 
feme  of  this  ftock  held  for  them  in  the  fame  man- 
ner :    And  that  thefe  things  were  generally  tranflicted 
by  Mr.  Knight^    and   that  he  fnould  rather  believe 
•that  no  money  was  paid  by  them  for  it. 
y    Mr.  James  Cohhrcok  being  examined,  fays,  that  in 
Vccemker,  1 7 19,  he  became  acquainted  with  Sir  fFil- 
liam  Gordon  (one  of  the  commiHioners  of  the  army 
accounts)  the  examinant  having  then  a   memorii^l 
depending  before  the  fud  xommifTioners  :    That  he 
was  told  by  Mr.  Dent^    a  clerk  there,*  that  Sir  IVtl- 
liam  feeing  that  memorial,    aflced  him   if  it  was  the 
.examinant's  ?  Which  Mr.  D-ni;  faid  it  was  ;  that  the 
twarrant  upon  it  was  figned,  and  Sir  William  came  to 
..^he  examinant  the  next  day,    and  told  him  he  had 
figned  his  warrant,  and  dcfired  fome  of  the  fubfcrip- 
tion,  which  the  examinant  then  took  in  ;  and  he  de- 
fired  to  have  5000/.  of  it ;    the  examinant  told  him, 
he  would  fpeak  to  fome  oF  the  managers,  which  he 
did  ;  and  thereupon  Sir  William  Gordon  had  2000/. 
of  that  fubfcription  ;    and  the  examinant  gave  him 
3000/.  of  his  own  •,    that  this  was  the  beginning  of 
his  acquaintance  with  Sir  William  Gordon  \    that  on 
or  about  the  1 7th  of  February ^   ^ 7  ^9p  Sir  William 

GoTrdon^ 
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Gordon^  (whom  your  Com.  obferve  charged  in  the, 
faid  account  of  ftock  fold,  to  have  bought  7,000/. 
part  thereof)  gave  the  examinant  orders  to  give  out 
I?  Guineas  per  Cent,  for  the  refu£d  of  South-fe(i 
flock,  for  three  months,  at  the  rate  of  200/.  per 
Cent]  And  the  examinant  the  next  day  (as  he  re- 
members) informed  ^\x  William  by  letter,  that  he  had 
accordingly  done  it  for  5000/.  ftock  \  that  his  part- 
ner, Mr.  Ruck,  figned  the  contrads  for  3600/.  part 
of  it  •,  and  the  examinant  indorled  a  contrail  made 
by  Mr.  Boys  of  Kent,  for  the  remaining  4000/.  About 
tjie/tpi^dk  of  M^y,  Sir  William  demanded  a  per- 
formance of  this  bargain,  which  was  accordingly 
Gompleated,  and  he  believes  ^u  William  gained  con- 
fiderably  thereby.  ^ 

That  in  February,    or  the  beginnmg  of  Marcby 

1 719,  on  or  about  the  day  when  the  houfe  of  Com* 

mons  was  in  a  Committee  abour  the  Sautb-fea  bill,. 

Sir  William  Gordon  came  to  the  examinant,  and  de- 

fired  him   to  lend  him  fome  thoufand  pounds  on 

Sout b-fea  ikock,    he  believes,    a  fum  to  purchafe  no 

lefs  than  4000/.  South-fea  ftock,  which  the  examinant 

told  him  did  not  fuit  his  conveniency  to  do,  and  the 

examinant  refufed  it;  he  was  very  preffing:    Upon 

this  he  defired  the  examinant  to  go   with  him  to 

Mr.  Knight,    but  the  examinant  cannot  remember 

whether  Sir  William  Gordon  or  he  firft  mentioned 

Mr.  Kjtight's  name  :    This  examinant  accordingl^r 

did  go  along  with  "him,  and  they  found  Mr.  Knight 

and  Mr.  Hqwes  together  in  thetreafury-room,  atthq 

Soutb'fea  houfe.  Mr.  Hawesc^rc\t  to  the  examinant, 

and  alked  him,    who  that  was  with  him  ?    He  told 

him  it  was  Sir  William  Gordon,     Mr,  Hawes  afked 

what  he   wanted?    The  examinant  faid  he  wante4 

rnpney,  which  it  did  not  fuit  his  conveniency  to  fup- 

ply  him,    or  words  to  that  effeft.     Upon  this  Mr. 

Hawes  went  to  Mr.  Knight,  and  Mr.  Knight  came  tp 

Sir,  William,    and  the  examinant  told  Mr.  Knigbf 

wkt  Sir  William  Gordon  wanted,  then  Mr.  Knigbt 

■  -  ■  •  and 
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and  Sir  William  went  to  the  other  end  of  the  room j^ 
and  the  examinant  believes  that  Mr.  Knight  then  let' 
Sir  fVilliam  hcLve  feme  of  th^  South-fea  company's 
flock  at  the  market  price,  without  paying  any  mo- 
ney for  it,  but  does  not  know  what  fum  -,  his  reafon 
for  his  belief  in  this  matter  is,  becaufe  in  converfation 
■with  Sir  William  Gordon  in  May  following,  he  told 
the  examinant,  that  he  had  made  up  with  Mr.  Knight 
the  flock  which  Mr.  Knight  had  accommodated  him 
with,  which  the  examinant  now  believes  was  the 
company's  flock,  which  Mr.  Knight  had  let  Sir  Wil- 
licim  have  in  February  or  March^  1 7  ^  9?  ^s  aforefaid ; 
that  he  thinks  Sir  William  mentioned  his  thus  making 
it  up  by  way  of  regret,  that  he  fhould  have  made  it 
up  fo  foon,  the  (lock  foon  afterwards  rifmg  higher 
than  it  was  at  that  time. 

'  The  faid  William  'Dent  being  examined,  fays  he 
did  apply  feveral  times  to  have  Mr.  Colebrook's  de- 
bentures figned  ;  that  he  fpoke  to  all  the  commif- 
fioners,  particularly  to  Sir  William  Gordon-^  that  at 
the  fame  time  Sir  William  afked  ttie  examinant,  whe- 
ther Mr.  Colebrook  wzs  the  fame  perfon  that  was  con- 
cerned in  the  undertaking,  called  Ram's  and  Cole- 
hrookh  infurance  ?  The  examinant  told  him  he  was : 
Upon  which  Sir  William  faid  he  muft  have  fame  of 
it ;  and  Sir  WiViam  defired  the  examinant  to  meet 
him  in  the  city,  for  he  wanted  to  fpec^k  to  Mr.  Cole- 
brook  \  that  the  examinant  acquainted  Mr.  Colebrook 
thereof,  and  S\^  William  and  the  examinant  met  him 
accordingly  ;  but  the  examinant  cannot  fay  whether 
they  met  at  Mr.  Colebrook's  houfe  or  at  a  tavern  *,  nor 
does  he  remember  the  converfuion,  or  whether  the 
debenture  v/as  figned  before  or  after  that  time  ;  that 
fome  time  between  Chriftmas  and  the  expiration  of 
the  commifTion,  on  the  loth  o^  March ^  ^1'^9y  ^^• 
Colebrook , told  the  examinant '(to  the  beft  of  his  te- 
membrance)  that  he  had  let  Sir  William  Gordon  have 
5000/.  of  the  receipts  of  the  faid  infurance,  2000I. 

whereof 
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whereof  was  Mr.  Cokbrook%  and  3000/.  he  bought 
in  order  to  accommodate  Sir  William, 

Mr.  Francis  Hawes  being  thereupon  examined, 
fays,  that  he  remembers  Sir  William  Gordon  came 
with  Mr.  Colebrook  to  the  South-fea  houfe,  to  the  exa- 
minant ;  and  that  Mr.  Colebrook  fpoke  to  theexami- 
nant,  to  recommend  Sir  William  Gordon  to  Mr. 
Knight^  and  the  examinant  beheves,  upon  that  appli- 
cation, he  did  recommend  Sir  William  to  ^r. Knight \ 
but  the  examinant  cannot  remember  upon  what  ac- 
count. 

And  your  Com.  farther  acquaint  the  houfe,  that 
in  the  book  mentioned  in  their  former  report  to  have 
been  delivered  into,  your  Com.  by  the  prefent  di- 
redVors  of  the  SotUh-fea  company,  intitled,  Anac^ 
count  of  the  names  offuch  perfons  to  whom  loans  have 
been  made  on  South-fea/d?f/(',  who  at  that  time  when- 
fuch  loam  were  made^  do  not  appear  by  any  looks  to 
have  transferred  the  flock  to  the  South-fea  company^ 
for  the  fecurity  thereof)  your  Com.  do  find  the  names 
of  feveral  of  the  perfons  mentioned  in  this  their  re- 
port, contained  in  the  faid  account,  of  whofe  names 
as  alfo  the  particular  fums  borrowed,  and  the  dock 
fuppofed  to  be  transferred  by  them,  your  Com.  tran- 
fcribe  out  of  the  laid  books,    as  foUoweth,  viz. 


n 


Dates 

Sums 

faid    to 

1720 

Borrowers  names.       be  transferred, 

7 

June   22 

Sir  Montague  Blundel 

800 

Aug.    29 

Jofeph  Banks 

IIOO 

yune   10 

John  Burridge 

2750 

20 

Hon.  Wm.  Chetwynd 

10500 

•   22 

Henry  Dracks 

IIOO 

• 10 

Captain  Forrejier 

IIOO 

May   30 

Pat.  Haldane 

3800 

June  20 

Sir  Wilfred  Lmufon 

IIOO 

Aug,  26 

The  Lord  Rothei 

1000 

Muy   II 

Edward  Rolt 

1500 

Aug,    29 

Thomai  iVynn 

3300     y 

-—  33 

William  Young 

2750 1 

Money  lent 

thereupon. 

/.     s.  d, 

3200  CO  o 

4000  CO  o 

10955  ^o  o 

3OOCO  00  o 
4000  CO  o 
4000  00  a 

I 1500  00  o 

4100  00  o 
4000  00  o 
4275  00  o 

I 1745  16  8 

17760  00  o 

^      Your 


^ 
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Your  Com.  before  the  order  of  the  houfe  for  re- 
ceiving this  report,  had  feveral  examinations  relating 
■'  to  the  fcvefal  members  of  this  houfe,  not  mentioned 
in  the  account  of  flock  fold  ;  and  fmce  that  order, 
your  Com.  have  taken  feveral  other  examinations 
relating  to  fome  of  the  faid  members,  and  are  taking 
farther  examinations ;  wherefore  your  Com.  think 
it  proper  to  confine  this  report  to  the  members  men- 
tioned in  the  account  of  ftock  fold,  and  will  lay 
fuch  other  matters  as  have  or  fhall  occur  to  them 
with  all  convenient  fpeed  before  the  houfe. 


APPENDIX    (B). 


Stack.  perCent,  Money 

L        I 

/. 

FeB^       5  William  Burnet 

5000 

150 

7500 

Mar,     2  "tho,  Carbonnel 

5000 

^llk 

8875 

5C00 

182 

9100 

Richard  Bag/is 

1000 

183: 

1837  10 

Jlex.  Strahan 

1000 

196 

i960 

Ditto 

4000 

200 

8000 

Carbonnel 

1000 

272 

2720 

Samuel  Thompfon 

4000 

285 

1 1400 

JVtlliam  Burnet 

5000 

285 

14250 

29  Ifaac  Lojiau 

1000 

308 

3080 

ftock 

32000 

68722  10 

APPENDIX    (C). 


per  Cent. 


Money 
/. 


Stock 
I. 

tih.      5  Lieut.  Gen.  Pepper           4000' 180  \  7200 

Thomas  JVynn,  Efq;              2000 180  3600 

Sir  Robert  Chaplin               5  000'  1 7  4  i  8 7  25 

Lord  Gower  per  Ed,  Gibbon  2000  180  3600 

Lord  Chetwynd                  3000 179  5370 

17  Ditto                                  2000ii82  3640 


Mar, 
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Stock 
/. 

Mar,    I  John  Roberts  looo 

Lord  Lmfdo'W7je  per  Gibbon  5000 


9^ 


5000 
5000 
5000 
2000 

■1000 

3000 

1000 


Ditto 

Edward  Rolt^  Efq; 
1 1  Samuel  Tuffhel,  Efq; 
17   Jobn  Burridge 

21  Col.  James  Scot 

22  William  Chetwynd^  Efq; 
Sir    Copp.    Bamfield  per 

Robert  Chejier 
John  Bamfield  per  Ditto  1000 
Sir  John  Bland  per  Ditto  loco 
Sir  T^hom.Seabryghl  ^tr'DiXtQ  loco 
William  Chetwynd^  Efq;  4000 
Col.  Graham  20 Co 

23  Sir  William  Gordon  4000 
Thomas  Wynn^  Efq; 

.^jr.  23  William  Forrejier 
28  Col.  Monroe 

Fat,  Haldane^  Efq; 

Edward  Rolf  ^  Efq; 
^^r.  25  Sir  William  Gordon 

Earl  -R^/Z'^j 

Earl  of  ^^^^ 

Lord  Haddington 

Marq.  Winchejler, 

Jof.  Banks 

William  Chetwynd^  Efq; 

Col.  Montgomery 

T'homas  Poultney^  Efq; 

Sir  Amount.  Bkndell 

Sir  Wilfred  Lawjon 

Ch.  LonguevllU  per   Rob 
Chejier 

William  Toiing^  Efq; 

Sir   William   Carcw 
Robert  Chejier 


per  Cent, 

178 
180 
1762 

182 
200 
250 
275 

275 


275 
275 
260 
280 
280 
276 


} 


2000  275 
1000272 
6000275 
20001285 
8000I285 
3C00I300 
20001300 
2000' 305 
2000308 
2000,310 
1000I310 
3000*310 
2000J315 
20001315 
2ooOj3i8 
1000320 

iooo'325 


3000 
^^^  >  1000 


330 
300 


Monty 

1780 

9000 

8825 

8712 

9100 

4000^^ 

2500 

8250 

2750 

2750 
2750 
2600 

1 1 200 
5600 

1104a 
5500 
2720 

16500 
5700 

22800 
9000 
6000 
6100 
6160 
6200 
3100 
9300 
6300 
6300 
6360 
3200 

9900 
300Q 
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The  feventh  Report 

Was  on  Friday  the  i6th  of  June  laft,  deliver- 
ed to  the  Commons,  as  follows,  viz, 

TH  E  Com7nittee  of  Secrecy,  iSc,  purfuant  to 
the  inftrudion  given  them  by  the  houfe  on  the 
15th  of  April  laft,  that  they  fhould  inquire  what 
public  money  hath  been  employed  by  any  treafurer, 
calhier,  collector,  receiver,  or  other  officer  concerned 
in  the  receipt  or  payment  of  public  money,  or  of 
any  other  part  of  his  Majefty's  revenue,  or  by  any 
in  truft  for  them,  or  by  their  order,  in  buying  flock 
or  fubfcriptions  in  the  South-fea^  or  any  other  com- 
pany, or  annuities,  or  other  parliamentary  fecurities, 
or  otherwife  making  ufe  of  or  employing  the  fame 
to  their  private  advantage,  finee  the  ift  day  of  De- 
cember^i  17 19,  have  accordingly  proceeded  to  inquire 
into  that  matter,  and  have  examined  in  the  moft  fo- 
lemn  manner  the  following  perfons;  and  do  lay 
before  the  houfe  the  examinations  by  them  taken 
relating  thereto,  in  the  words  of  the  examinations 
themfelves. 

Mr.  Francis  Hawes  being  examined,  fays,  that  in 
the  months  of  February ^  March^  or  Aprils  1719-20, 
about  25,000/.  part  of  the  money  received  for  the 
fervice  of  his  Majefty's  navy,  was  laid  out  in  pur- 
chafing  1 1000/.  South^fea  ftock,  by  the  order  and 
for  the  ufe  of  Richard  Hampden^  Efq  j  then  treafurer 
of  his  Majefty's  navy. 

That  5000/.  part  of  the  faid  iiooo/.  ftock,  was 
fold  for  the  benefit  of  the  faid  Richard  Hampden  Efq; 
in  a  very  fhort  time  after  it  was  bought.  That  it 
was  bought  at  about  164/.  and  fold  at  about  199/. 
per  Cent,  that  the  remaining  6000/.  ftands  in  the 
name  of  Mr.  Thomas  Hawes j  in  truft  for  the  faid 
Hampden, 

That 
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That  there  were  farther  fums  paid  out  of  the  mo- 
ney received  for  the  fervice  of  his  Majefty's  navy, 
by  the  order,  and  for  the  ufe  of  Mr.  Hampden^ 

VIZ. 

For  the  three  feveral  payments  on  3000/.  firft 
fubfcription,  about  3,600/. 

For  the  firft  payment  on  3000/.  fecond  fubfcrip- 
tion, 1200/.  which  laft  mentioned  fubfcription  was 
fold  for  the  fame  money  it  coft,  for  the  ufe  of  Mr. 
Hampden.  , 

For  the  firft  payment  on  1 000/.  third  fubfcription^^' 
1000/.  ■ 

Mr.  nomas  HaiMes.,  being  examined,  fays,  that 
5000/.  South-fea  ftock  was  bought  about  the  middJe 
of  February^  at  about  1 64/.  per  Cent,  by  the  order 
and  for  the  ufe  of  Richard  Hampden^  Efq;  then  trea- 
furer  of  his  Majefty's  navy,  and  paid  for  by  his  order 
out  of  the  cafh  then  in  the  hands  of  the  examinant, 
as  cafhier  to  the  faid  treafurer  of  the  navy  -,  and  the 
faid  5000/.  ftock  was  fold  about  the  beginning  of 
March  following,  at  about  1 99/.  per  Cent,  for  the  ufs 
of  Mr.  Hampden. 

That  the  farther  fum  of  about  6000/.  South-fea 
ftock  was  bought  and  paid  for  in  like  manner,  at 
about  925/.  per  Cent,  which  is  now  in  the  examinants 
hands,  in  truft  for  the  faid  Mr.  Hampden. 

That  3000/,  in  the  firft  money  fubfcription,  3000/. 
in  the  fecond  money  fubfcription,  1000/.  in  the  third 
money  fubfcription,  and  5000/.  in  the  fourth  money 
fubfcription,  were  bought  and  paid  for  out  of  the 
public  cafh  of  the  navy,  by  order  and  for  the  ufe  of 
the  faid  Mr.  Hampden  as  aforefaid. 

Your  Com.  direded  Sir  Har court  Mafier^  late 
receiver-2;eneral  of  the  land-tax  for  London  and  Mid- 
dlefex^  to  lay  before  them  an  account  of  what  public 
money  he  had  laid  out  in  ftock  or  fubfcription,  or 
otherwife  applied  to  his  own  private  ufe  -,  and  there- 
upon he  laid  before  your  Com.  a  paper  to  the  effe(5l 
following,  viz, 

V©L.  VIII.  g  That 
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That  he  had,  in  obedience  to  the  order  of  your 
Com.  Lifed  his  beft  endeavours  to  diftinguifn  parti- 
cularly, what  funis  of  the  public  money,  he  had  laid 
out  in  (lock  or  fabfcriptions,  or  bubbles,  or  applyed 
to  any  other  purpofe,  for  his  own  or  any  other  per- 
fons  private  account  *,  but  he  not  having  kept  any 
accounts  of  the  government's  money  diftind  and  fe- 
parate  from  other  monies  that  were  his  ov/n,  or 
others,  that  pafTed  thro'  his  hands,  he  found  it  im- 
praclicable  for  him  to  give  an  account  thereof,  fo 
particularly  as  was  required. 

That  he  truly  believes  he  was  fo  unhappy  as  to 
lay  out  the  whole  debt  due  from  him  to  the  crown, 
being  37,280/.  7 J.  id,  j^,  (as  it  is  fet  forth  in  the 
particular  of  his  eftate,  delivered  to  one  of  the  Ba- 
rons of  the  court  of  Exchequer)  in  South-fea  ftock, 
and  in  the  third  and  fourth  South-fea  fubfcriptions, 
on  his  own  account,  by  which  he  is  a  very  great 
lofer. 

Your  Com.  fince  their  report  made  to  the  houfc, 
the  2  2d  day  of  May  latt,  concerning  the  loans  made 
by  the  South-fea  company,  upon  flock  and  fubfcrip- 
tions, have  made  a  further  progrefs  in  that  part  of 
their  inquiry,  and  do  now  lay  before  the  houfe  fuch 
examinations  as  they  have  taken  fmce  that  report,  in 
relation  to  that  matter,  in  the  words  of  the  exami- 
nations themfelves. 

Mr.  SamueUVatts  being  examined,  fays,  that  from 
the  I  ft  of  June^  1720,  he  has  ferved  as  clerk  in  the 
treafury  oflice  of  the  South-fea  company,  under  Mr, 
Chriftopher  Clayton^  in  making  out  thefeveral  books 
relating  to  loans  upon  ftock  and  fubfcriptions,  the 
account  of  which  had  been  at  tirft  entered  in  three 
original  journals,  two  oi  them  containing  the  loans 
on  ftock,  and  the  laft  containing  the  loans  on  fub- 
fcriptions-; all  which  journals,  and  all  other  books 
relating  to  the  loans,  were  kept  under  Mr.  Clayton^ 
care  ;  but  Mr.  Surman  had  the  power  of  taking  and 
infpecting  them  when  he  thought  fit. 

That 
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That  from  thofe  three  original  journals,  five 
leidgers  were  made,  chiefly  by  the  examinatit,  and 
partly  by  Clayton^  or  fome  other  clerk  ;  but  the  exa, 
minant  had  inflruclions  for  what  he  did  from  Mr' 
Clayton,  and  no  other  perfon  ;  that  thefe  Jeidgers  were 
marked,  A,B,C,D  and  E.  ^ 

That  he  has  fometimes  had  the  faid  origmal  jour- 
nals in  his  cuftody  for  a  day  or  thereabouts  ;  and  the  ^ 
examinant  obferved  there  were  many  razures  and  al- 
terations made  in  them.  That  the  examinant  him- 
felf  did  at  feveral  times,  make  many  alterations  in 
the  faid  leidgers,  both  in  the  names  and  fums,  ac- 
cording to  feveral  papers  and  inftrudlions  from' time 
to  time  given  him  by  Clayton,  who  afterwards  took 
fuch  papers  from  him  ;  and  the  laft  time  he  made 
any  fuch  alterations,  was  about  the  middle  of  No- 
vember lafl. 

That  he  made  a  copy  of  the  faid  original  journals 
of  loans  on  fubfcriptions,  which  copy  now  remains 
m  a  great  cheft  marked  No.  2.  at  the  South-fea  houfe, 
where  the  examinant  has  feen  it  fince  the  new  direc- 
tors were  chofen. 

That  after  that  copy  was  made,  two  leaves  were 
torn  out  of  the  faid  original  journal,  but  by  whom 
the  examinajit  cannot  tell ;  and  the  examinant  faw 
Mr.  Clayton  writing  names  out  of  thofe  leaves,  and 
he  called  to  the  examinant,  and  told  him  he  believed 
he^  mud  tear  out  a  leaf  from  the  copy,  in  order  to 
bring  in  fiditious  names. 

That  in  one  of  the  faid  leaves  torn  out,  there  was 
an  entry  to  fundries  26,000/.  which  the  examinant, 
by  Mx.  Clayton's  order,  entered  in  the  faid  copy  in 
16  fiditious  names,  at  1000/.  each  ;  and  there  being 
another  entry  of  1000/.  without  any  name  to  it,  the 
examinant  likewife  entered  that  fum  in  a  fididous 
name,  by  Claytonh  dired:ion. 

That  in  the  fame  leaf  there  was  fet  down  1 1,000/. 
ftockto  Lord  Caftkmain,,  and  4000/.  flock  to  Lord 
LGndonderry,  which  Clayton  dire^cd  ih^  examinant 

£2  to 


loo  APPENDIX. 

to  alter  and  enter  iri  fi(5litIous  names ;  but  the  exa- 
minant  could  not  do  it,  the  paper  being  wet. 

That  about  the  beginning  of  November  lafl,  the 
faid  five  leidgers,  marked  A,  B,  C,  D  and  E,  were 
copyed  alphabetically  into  four  new  leidgers,  which 
are  now  kept  in  the  office  for  public  ufe  ;  and  if  any 
difputes  arife  in  fearching  into  them,  the  clerks  have 
recourfe  to  the  faid  firft  leidgers. 

That  Mr.  Clayton  did,  a  little  before  the  meeting 
of  the  Parliament,  bring  into  the  treafury- office  a 
book,  which  the  examinant  believes  was  Mr.  Knigbi^s 

*  private  cafli-book,  the  examinant  having  often  feen 

*  it,  in  which,  at  the  head  of  an  account,  he  faw  the 
name  of  Charles  Stanhope  ;  and  this  examinant  fays, 
that  Clayton  with  a  white  handle  pen-knife,  crazed 
the  letters  in  the  name  Stanhope^  in  order  to  make 
it  Stangape  \  but  whether  Mr.  Clayton  altered  the 
letters  with  his  own  hand,  or  the  examinant  by  his 
order,  the  examinant  does  not  now  remember,  but 
fays  it  was  accordingly  altered  to  Stangape.  That 
this  book  had  a  green  cover,  was  about  a  foot  in 
length,  and  about  two  thirds  as  broad,  and  an  inch 
and  an  half  thick. 

The  faid  Mr.  Clayton  being  hereupon  examined  by 
your  Com.  fays,  he  believes  there  are  alterations 
made  in  the  original  journals  of  the  loans  \  that  all 
the  alterations  which  the  examinant,  or  any  other 
clerk  by  his  order  made  in  thofe  journals,  were  made 
by  the  dire6lion  of  Mr.  Knight  ;  that  Mr.  Surman 
once,  by  Mr.  Knight^s  order,  dire61:ed  the  examinant 
to  alter  four  names. 

That  the  examinant  diredled  the  altering  feveral 
large  fums  into  lelTer  fums  ;  and  that  he  was  in- 
formed by  Mr.  Knight^  that  fuch  alterations  were 
made  at  the  requeft  of  the  perfons  to  whom  fuch 
large  fums  were  charged. 

That  he  does  not  know  that  fuch  names  were 
altered  into  fiditious  names,  but  that  there  were 
1 6  or  21    fiditious  ■  names   added  to  the  original 

journals  .; 
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journals  ;  that  Mr.  Knight  gave  the  examinant  a 
Jift  of  fuch  names,  and  told  him  any  names 
would  do. 

That  all  the  alterations  made  in  the  letters  of 
any  names,  were  made  by  Mr.  Knighth  order. 

That  he  does  not  remember  that  he  ever  gave 
diredlions  to  any  clerk  to  infert  fidlitious  names, 
fave  the  faid  1 6  or  21  names. 

That  he  knows  not  that  the  name  of  any  mem- 
ber of  Parliament  was  altered  to  any  other  name  ; 
but  Mr.  Knight  told  the  examinant  that  a  large 
fum  being  fet  down  to  Lord  Cafilemain,  his  Lord- 
fhip  fiid,  that  part  of  fuch  fum  was  on  the  account 
of  other  perfons,  (a  lift  of  whofe  names  his  Lord- 
fhip  gave  to  Mr.  Knight)  and  the  fum  at  firft  fee 
down  to  Lord  Cajlemain,  was  accordingly  fplit 
into  lefTer  fums,  and  fet  down  to  thofe  perfons. 
;  .r.Thathe  fiw  the  original  journals  in  Mr.  Knight^s 
cuftody  about  three  days  before  he  went  away,  but 
has  not  fcen  them  fince. 

;  That  he  has  feen  Mr.  Knight's  green  book; 
but  he  never  made  any  rafure  or  alteration  in  it, 
either  in  any  name,  or  any  letter,  or  part  of  a 
name  in  that  book,  nor  ever  directed  any  to  be 
made. 

That  he  does  not  remember  he  ever  faw  the 
name  (Stanhope)  in  the  faid  green  book  i  and  de- 
nies, that  he  ever  rafcd  any  letter,  or  part  of  a 
letter,  or  made  any  alteration  in  the  name  (Stan* 
hope)  in  the  faid  green  book.  That  he  cannot  be 
pofitive,  whether  the  name  (Stanhope)  was  ever 
rafed  or  altered  in  any  other  book  whatfoever. 
But  he  does  not  know  or  remember,  that  he  did 
dire6t  any  fuch  rafure  or  alteration  made  in  the 
faid  name  {Stanhope.)  ^  V 

That  he  remembers  he  did  once  alter  a  figure  in        \ 
an  account  in  the   faid  green    book,    when   Mr. 
Knight  and  a  Gentleman  were  fettling  an  account 
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in  that  book ;  but  who  the  Gentleman  was,  the 
cxaminant  cannot  tell. 

That  he  does  not  know  but  the  name  of  Sir 
William  ^ompfon  might  have  been  altered  to  Mr. 
William  'Tompfon^  and  thinks  it  was  akered.  That 
he  has  heard  Mr.  Knight  fay,  that  Sir  William 
*Tomffon  complained,  that  there  was  a  miftake  in 
his  account  of  the  loan,  and  the  examinant  re- 
members he  faw  Sir  William  'Tompfon  with  Mr. 
Knight  in  his  clofet. 

That  the  firft  leidgers  of  the  loans  were  begun 
to  be  made  from  the  journal  in  feveral  books, 
and  in  O^oher  1720,  thofe  leidgers  not  being  rul- 
ed in  a  proper  manner,  there  were  new  leidgers 
provided,  and  the  examinant  believes  Sir  William 
'J'ompfonh  name  was  altered  in  both  the  faid  ori- 
ginal and  new  leidgers. 

That  the  original  journals  were  made  up  partly 
by  the  receipts  taken  at  the  transfer  book,  and 
partly  by  direction  of  Mr.  Knight^  and  adjuftments 
made  with  him. 

That  the  numbers  of  the  fubfcriptions  receipts, 
on  which  money  was  lent,  were  entered  in  the 
journals-,  but  the  examinant  believes  there  were 
jfome  errors  therein. 

Mr.  Clayton  being  farther  examined  as  to  the 
particular  alterations  made  in  the  journal  of  the 
loans,  fays,  the  name  (Brazier)  was  altered,  and 
he  believes,  that  perfon  borrowed  the  money  for 
Lord  Rolje.  And  that  there  was  a  letter  fent  by 
his  Lordfhip,  to  defire  an  alteration  might  be 
made  in  that  name,  and  it  was  accordingly  made 
by  Mr.  Knlghi*s  order. 

That  the  name  (George  Baker)  was  altered  to 
(Bab er)2ihout  the  3Dth  pf  Augufi^  or  the  begin- 
ning of  5^/>/<?;;2^<fr  1720,    by  Mr.  Knight's  order. 

That  he  believes  the  fum  charged  to  Colonel 
4fnot  was  altoj'ed  and  made  lefs,  and  part  of  the 

fum 
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fum  at  firft  fet  down   to  him,    charged  in  other 
names. 

That  the  fum  charged  to  John  Biirridge^  Efq; 
was  Hkewife  altered,  and  made  lefs,  Mr.  Burridge 
telling  Mr.  Knight  that  the  money  lent,  was  part 
of  it  on  the  account  of  Mr.  Bowdige  o^  Lime. 

That  the  fum  charged  to  John  Barber  was  lef- 
fened,  and  part  of  it  fet  dovv^n  to  other  perfons. 

That  Lord  Carpenter^s^  Colonel  Murray*s^  and 
Pearfe  and  company's  fums  were  altered,  there 
being  errors  in  their  accounts. 

That  the  fum  charged  to  Sir  defar  Child,  was 
leffened. 

That  he  does  not  remember  that  there  were  any 
leaves  torn  or  taken  out  of  the  original  journals  of 
the  loans  •,  and  fays,  he  did  not  take  or  tear  out 
any.  But  upon  farther  recolled:ion,  he  fays,  there 
were  one  or  two  leaves  taken  out,  but  fuch  leaves 
did  not  (as  the  examinant  believes)  contain  narn€S 
of  any  perfons,  but  only  a  computation  of  the 
totals  of  the  loans. 

That  he  does  not  remember  that  he  ever  men- 
tioned to  Mr.  PFatts,  that  a  leaf  or  leaves  muft  be 
taken  out  of  the  journal,  or  the  copy  of  the  jour- 
nal, in  order  to  infert  ficlicious  names,  or  for  any 
other  purpofe. 

That  after  the  loan  was  clofed,  Mr.  Francis 
Eyles  (one  of  the  late  direflors)  applied  to  the 
Committee  of  loans,  and  had  a  direction  for  ad- 
ding 18,000/.  as  a  loan  to  him,  that  fum  having 
been  forgot,  and  that  fum  was  accordingly  added 
to  the  loan,  viz.  14,000/.  in  the  name  of  the 
faid  Mr.  Eyles^  and  4000  /.  in  the  name  of  Lucy 
Bainton. 

That  he  verily  believes  the  fums  charged  io 
Lord  Lonfdale,  and  Lord  Litchfield,  were  lent 
their  Lordfliips,  before  the  loan  was  clofed,  and 
that  they  transferred  ftock  for  fecuring  the  money 
fo  lent. 

S  4  The 
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The  faid  Mr.  Chrijlopher  Clayton  being  farther 
examined,  fays,  that  Mr.  Samuel  Watts  was  im- 
ployed  as  a  clerk  in  making  out  the  accounts  of 
the  loans,  and  was  under  the  diredion  of  this 
examinant,  till  the  Committee  of  loans  was  ap- 
pointed. 

That  he  has  nothing  to  objed  againft  Mr.  JVatts's 
credit. 

And  being  confronted  with  Mr.  Watts^  who  af- 
firming what  he  has  faid  in  his  former  examina- 
tion, as  to  the  rafure  and  alteration  of  the  name 
(Stanhope)  into  {Stangape)  in  Mr.  Knight's  green 
book,  and  Mr.  PFatts  relating  to  Mr.  Clayton  fe- 
veral  circumftances  at  the  time  of  fuch  alteration, 
and  Mr.  Clayton  having  heard  Mr.  JVatts's  exa- 
mination read,  he  denies  that  (to  the  bed  of  his 
knowledge)  he  ever  did  erafe  any  letter  or  part  of 
a  letter  in  the  name  {Stanhope)  in  the  faid  green 
l3bok,  or  make  or  direct  to  be  made  any  alteration 
in  the  name  [Stanhope)  in  that  book. 

That  (to  the  beft  of  his  remembrance)  he  ne- 
ver did  alter  the  name  {Stanhope)  into  (Stangape) 
in  any  other  book,  or  dired  any  fuch  alteration  to 
be  made. 

Your  Com.  having  fhewn  the  aforegoing  exa- 
mination to  the  faid  Samuel  Watts^  and  examining 
Irm  farther  in  relation  to  this  matter,  in  the  pre- 
fence  of  the  faid  Chrijlopher  Clayton^  Mr.  Watts 
perfifts  in,  and  affirms,  what  he  has  faid  in  his 
former  examination,  as  to  the  alteration  of  the 
name  (Stahope)  into  ( Stangape ) -,  and  farther  fays, 
that  when  he  firft  faw  in  the  minutes  of  the  houfe 
of  Commons,  that  the  name  (Stanhope)  had  been 
altered  into  (Stangape)  he  verily  believed  it  had 
been  the  alteration  made  in  Mr.  Knight's  green 
book,  as  aforefaid,  and  not  in  the  books  o^  Turner 
and  company, , as  he  has  fince  heard. 

Mr.  John  Hanfard  being  examined,  fays,  he 
became  concerned  in  the  Souib-fea  houfe  about  the 
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2  id  of  July  1720,  and  was  at  firft  only  imploy- 
ed  to  number  the  3d  fubfcription  receipts. 

That  about  the  middle  of  'December  lad,  he  was 
one  of  the  eight  clerks,  who  were  imployed  in 
copying  four  leidgers  of  the  loans,  into  other  new 
leidgers;  and  that  he  obferved  many  rafures  and 
alterations  in  the  leidgers  from  which  they  tran- 
fcribed  them,  but  he  cannot  remember  the  parti- 
cular alterations. 

That  there  were  feveral  loofe  fheets,  which  he 
believes  were  copies  of  the  original  journal  of  the 
loans,  to  which  he  and  the  other  clerks  imployed 
to  copy  the  faid  leidgers,  had  recourfe  upon  any 
miftakes  \  and  in  thofe  loofe  fheets,  the  examinant 
obferved  many  rafures  and  alterations. 

That  after  the  prefent  feiiion  of  Parliament  be- 
gan, Mr.  Knight  gave  the  examinant  diredions  to 
draw  out  a  lill  of  the  exceedings  upon  the  loans, 
which  he  did  from  the  leidgers. 

That  Mr.  Chriftopher  Clayton  was  in  great  inti- 
macy with  Mr.  Knight^  and  was  appointed  clerk 
of  the  loans,  and  had  the  principal  diredion  in 
making  out  the  books  of  loans. 

That  he  knows  Mr.  Samuel  Watts^  (who  was  a 
clerk  concerned  in  the  loans  under  Mr.  Clayton) 
and  takes  him  to  be  a  perfon  of  great  integrity. 

Mr.  Robert  Surman  being  examined,  fays,  that 
fince  the  inquiry  began,  the  examinant  has  {qqh 
the  original  journals  of  the  loans  at  the  South-fea 
houfe ;  that  Mr.  Clayton  was  the  clerk  appointed 
to  take  care  of  the  loans,  and  thefe  journals  were 
properly  under  his  care. 

That  he  believes  there  were  feveral  alterations 
made  in  thefe  original  journals,  but  he  believes  all 
fuch  alterations  were  made  by  Mr.  Knighth  direc- 
tion given  to  Mr.  Clayton^  as  the  firft  clerk,  who 
di  reded  the  other  clerks  to  make  the  alterations, 
or  e!fe  made  them  himfelf. 

That 
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That  thefe  journals  were  wrote  by  feveral  clerks : 
That  all  loans,  as  well  as  adjuftments,  were  (as 
the  examinant  believes)  entered  in  thefe  journals. 

That  the  examinant   has  not  feen  thefe  journals 
fince  Mr.  Knight  went  away. 
,;  That  the  original  journals   were  not   made  al- 
phabetically, but  from  day  to  day,  as  the  money 
was  lent  out. 

That  the  examinant  remembers  in  two  or  three 
cafes,  he  had  orders  from  Mr.  Knight  to  dired 
Mr.  Clayton  to  make  alterations  in  the  journals, 
which  the  examinant  takes  to  be  where  there  was 
a  large  fum  charged  to  particular  perfons,  exceed- 
ing the  regulations  of  the  loans. 

That  Mr.  Knight  had  the  cuflody  of  the  fub- 
fcription  receipts  on  which  money  was  lent  for 
the  months  of  June^  J^^b-i  ^^^  Auguft^  1720, 
and  until  the  Committee  of  loans  was  appointed  j 
and  the  examinant  believes  the  numbers  of  thofe 
receipts,  were  entered  in  the  journals  of  loans. 

That  fome  of  the  firfl  and  fecond  fubfcribers 
not  making  their  firfl  payment,  Mr.  Knight  laid 
down  the  money  for  them,  and  took  their  receipts 
for  his  fecurity,  which  (as  the  examinant  has  heard 
Mr.  Knight  fay)  brought  his  cafh  under  difficulties  ; 
but  neverthelefs  fuch  fubfcribers  had  a  right  to 
borrow,  and  often  did  borrow  of  the  company 
300/.  'per  cent,  on  fuch  fubfcriptions. 

That  the  examinant  has  had  Mr.  Knight^  or- 
ders, to  direct  Mr.  Clayton  to  enter  fictitious  names 
in  the  journals  of  the  loans  on  flock,  the  firft 
commencing  at  the  beginning  of  the  loan  and 
continued  to  May  1720,  the  fecond  carried  on  to 
Midfummer,  and  the  third  to  the  end  of  the  loan, 
.  there  being  but  one  oi'iginal  journal  for  the  whole 
loan  upon  fubfcriptions. 

That  the  faid  original  journals  were  copied  al- 
phabetically, fome  time  after  the  conclufion  of 
each  journal. 

That 
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That  he  remembers  he  has  feen  Mr.  Knight 
and  Mr.  Clayton  together,  making  alterations  in 
the  faid  original  journals  of  the  loans,  and  has 
heard  Mr.  Knight  direct  Clayton  to  make  alterati- 
ons therein  and  enter  fidlicious  names. 

Mr.  George  Wooly^  Mr.  James  Ottey^  and  Mr. 
Stephen  Crifp^  being  examined,  fay,  they  were  em- 
ployed under  Mr.  Chriftopher  Clayton^  in  making 
out  the  leigders  of  the  loans,  which  they  accord- 
ingly did  from  foul  journals,  which  they  do  not 
believe  were  the  original  journals,  nor  did  they 
ever  fee  the  originals,  to  their  knowledge :  That 
Mr.  Clayton  was  the  perfon  who  had  the  principal 
diredlion  in  making  out  the  account  6f  the  Joans. 

That  the  examinants  did,  by  Mr.  Clayton's  di- 
redlion,  make  feveral  alterations  in  the  faid  foul 
journals. 

That  the  paper  annexed  to  their  examination, 
(the  three  columns  of  which  are  intitled,  alterati- 
ons made  in  names  on  the  loan,  alterations  made 
in  fums  on  the  loan,  names  and  fums  added  to  the 
loan,  which  were  not  in  the  copy  of  the  original 
journal)  contains  a  full  and  true  account  of  all  fuch 
alterations  made  in  the  faid  four  journals,  as  they 
can  now  remember,  a  copy  of  which  paper  your 
Com.  have  annexed  in  an  appendix  to  this  their 
report. 

Mr.  Charles  Clark  being  examined  by  your 
Com.  (at  the  requeft  of  George  Baker ^  EfqO  fays, 
that  George  Baker^  Efq;  member  of  Parliament, 
fet  out  from  London  to  the  county  of  Durham^  on 
the  23d  of  February  17 19,  where  (the  examinant 
verily  believes)  he  continued  till  November  1720  5 
v/hich  the  examinant  can  the  better  depofe,  be- 
caufe  on  the  faid  23d  of  February  lyi^^  Thomas 
Conyers^  Efq-,  and  this  examinant  were  witnefTes  to 
the  execution  of  an  agreement  by  the  faid  Mr, 
Baker ;  and  this  examinant  very  well  remembers 
that  he  dined  that  day  with  Mr.  Baker^  and  after- 
wards 
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wards  faw  him  take  poft  ;  and  the  examinant  cor- 
refponded  weekly  with  the  faid  Mr.  Baker ^  from 
that  time  till  Auguft  1720,  when  this  examinant 
likewife  went  into  the  county  of  Durham^  and 
there  was  frequently  in  company  with  the  faid  Mr. 
Baker ^  till  the  latter  end  oi  05iober  1720. 
''And  now  your  Com.  find  themfejves  under  a 
jleceflity  of  clofing  their  inquiry  into  the  matters 
referred  to  them,  by  reafon  of  the  abfence  of  Mr. 
Knight^  who  appears  to  have  been  principally, 
and  in  many  inftances  folely,  intruded  in  the  exe- 
cution of  this  black  and  deilrudive  South-Sea 
fcheme. 

Alterations  TCizdiQ  in  the  names  on  the  loan. 

George  Brace, 

Thomas  Butler,  Efq;  from  Thomas  Boteler,  Efq; 

George  Baker,  to  George  Baber, 

William  Philips,  to  William  Phipps, 

Sir  William  Thompfon,  to  Mr.  William  fhompfon. 

In  the  fubfcrlption  journal. 

John  Adderly,  to  John  Arkerly, 
William  Henry,  to  William  Henryfon, 

Alterations  made  in  fums  on  the  loan. 


Col.  John  Arnot, 
Richard  Arlington,  jun, 
Robert  Brooke, 
John  Burridge,  M.  P. 
Henry  Burford, 
John  Barber, 
Lord  Carpenter, 
Alexander  Chocke, 
Sir  Cafar  Child. 


Benjamin  Collyer, 
Lord  Cajilemain, 
Richard  Flemming, 
James  Gibbs, 
Col.  Murray, 
Thomas  March, 
John  Seaward, 
Pearce  and  company. 


Names 
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Names  and  fums  added  to  the  loan,    that  were  not 
in  the  copy^  of  the  original  journal  ;; 


Thomas  Armt^  Efq; 
John  Bowdidge^  — 

Lucy  Bainton^  • 

George  Churchey^ 
Gilbert  Barnet, 
Mary  Cookfon, 
l^homas  Carrington, 
John  Colt  man  ^  — 
Capt,  Davidfon^ 


Francis  Eyles,  Efq  5 

Charles  Edgerton,  ■  •"  - 

Thomas  Foytowne,  r 

Thomas  Gamm,  '  — — —  — 

IFilliatn  Gore^  Efq; 

Countefs  Dowager  of  Gainsborough^ 

Dr.  John  Herbert, 

H.  Robert  Herberty 

Elizabeth  Hawey,  ' 

Edward  Hardy,  ' - 

Laurence  Holdford,  •  ■ 

Thomas  Jefferton, • 

James  King,  Efq; \ 

Henry  Knowles,  Efq;  

James  Lany,  ■  '  — 

Lord  Litchfield, 

Ifaac  Loaffs, 
Lord  Lonjdale,  • 
Lord  Le'mpjler, 
Edinond  Norton, 
James  Port,  — 
James  ^in,  — 
Thomas  ^uajh. 


Daniel  Randall,  ■ 
Francis  Sy?nonds,  • 

Tljomas  Tower, 

James  Tenant,       ■      ■  r^ 


ftock. 

money* 

2000 

8000 

1000 

4000 

1000 

4000 

1000 

4000 

3000 

13000 

1 100 

5400 

1000 

4000 

1000 

4000 

1 100 

9900 

3500 

14000 

1000 

3000 

1000 

4000 

1000 

4000 

lOCO 

4000 

3000 

2000 

12000 
8000 

500 

1250 

1000 

4000 

1000 
2200 

4000 
84CO 

1000 

4000 

lOOO 

4000 

1000 

4000 

I  coo 

4000 

2000 

5000 

1000 

4000 

1000 

4000 

lOCO 

4000 

1000 

4000 

1000 

4000 

1000 

4000 

1000 

4000 

1000 

4000 

1000 

4000 

1000 

4000 

1000 

4000 

John 
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John  Valiant^  —  ■ 

Edtvard  Wainwrighty 

Thomas  Tale, 


1000 

— —    1000 

—     1000 

T^dmas  Tarborough^ .     .  looo 


Subfcription. 


50,400 


4000 
4000 
4000 
4000 

203950 


^omas  Carringtofty  - 
jfohn  Coleman y 


2000 
2000 


6000 
6000 

215950 


^he  End  of  the  E  i  g  h  T  h  V  o  l  u  m  e. 
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